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5 — PARENT AND CHILD 
HANGE OF NAME — There 
no authority for a mother 
4) has been awarded cus- 
jj of an infant child to 
nge the surname of the 
jd to that of the mother’s 
* Mi equent husband unless 
— pare extenuating circum- 
gs bances. 
| 2 a. court will not, over prompt 
J ction of the father, permit 
mother who has custody 
-@ their child to change the 
rennimedd’s Surname where the 
sper is not in default in con- 
suting to the child’s sup- 
“is guilty of no improper 
duct and there are no other 
umstances warranting de- 
| of the father’s right to 
re his kin bear his name. 














rd, J. S. C. rendered Sept. 


‘37. Chancery Div. Sobel v. 
1 For plaintiff — Victor 
cn. For defendant — Ed- 
- F. Zampella. 


fondant has applied for an 
» to restrain plaintiff from 
the infant children of 






arria 


e other than his sur- 





ried to ‘tea plaintiff, their 
er. The judgment also re- 
“4 defendant to pay $20 
by for | the ‘support of the 





te plaintiff, in October 1954, 
remarried to one Robert 
. Defendant now states 
as enrolled the two 
in a public school under 
> of Hoberman with- 
1 knowledge or 
iff resists defend- 












a person by common law 
change his name so long 
umed name is not for 
t purposes. N. J. S. 2A: 
provides statutory au- 
lereby a name may be 
The question here is 
@ parent who has been 






iage in a school under | 


igests of Recent Opinions 


stances. Here, the father is not 
in default nor is he charged with 
improper conduct, nor are there 
other circumstances which 
would move the court to deny 
him the right to have his chil- 
dren bear his name. Plaintiff is 
presently enjoined from enroll- 
ing the children in school under 
any surname except the surname 
Sobel. 


Chief Justice Warren 
Studies Talmudic Law At 
New York Seminary 


New York (ACCN) The 
Chief Justice of the U. S. has en- 
rolled in a short law course cov- 
ering historic decisions dating 
back some 2,000 years. 


Chief Justice Earl Warren, who 
himself has participated in a 
number of historic legal decisions 
recently, sat down last week with 
scholars at the Jewish Theological 
Seminary here for three days of 
discussion on Jewish Talmudic 
law and its relationship to con- 
temporary legal problems. 


Dr. Louis Finkelstein, chancel- 
lor of the seminary, disclosed 


jthat the chief justice, a long- 


time friend, had expressed a de- 
sire to learn something of the 
Jewish legal tradition with its 
guiding emphasis on moral law. 

“It is unusual in any country,” 
Finkelstein said, “for a chief 
justice to sit down with a group 
of scholars.” 

“We desire to express our re- 
spect and reverence for him... 
and for the legal system at the 
head of which he stands, by 
Sharing with him our most 


{treasured possession — the Tal- 


h “td custody of a minor 
er - may against the opposi- | 
Y other spouse, change 





“name or family name of 
thi] ud The court in dealing 
€ custody of a child has 
iscretion, the welfare 
“appin less Of the child be- 
“€ controlling considera- 
There may be occasions 
P it would be desirable to 
© an informal change in the 
A the child to the sur- 

+ the mother’s second 
s where the father 
mproper conduct, is 
the child’s wel- 
s to make a timely 
the change. But 
ather contributes to 
t of the child, evi- 
* an abiding interest in 
~S and acts promptly in 
“2 to the change of name, 
n not ordinarily deny 
ht to expect his 
his ‘name. 
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ame in common 
embers of the Sobel 
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mud and its teaching,” he added. 

The seminary presented War- 
ren with an English translation 
of the Talmud. 

Former President and Mrs. 
Harry S. Truman also attended 
a luncheon following one of the 
study sessions and the Chief 
Justice was the guest of honor at 


a convocation at which the 
translation of the Talmud was 
presented. 





Notice To The Bar 


A question having arisen 
with respect to R.R. 4:8-1(b), 
verified statement of claims, 
the Supreme Court has an- 
nounced that, by virtue of 
R.R. 7:1-3, this rule is applic- 
able to the County District 
Courts. 














Judge Modarelli Suffers 
Fatal Stroke 


United States District Court 
Judge Alfred E. Modarelli died on 
Sunday, at the age of 58, as a re- 
sult of a stroke he had suffered 
earlier in the day. 

Judge Modarelli was appointed 
to the Federal District Court 
Bench by former President Tru- 
man in 1950 and was confirmed by 
the U.S. Senate on January 2, 
1951. He had been in 
Newark ever since. 

The Judge was noted through- 
out the state for his wit and 
speaking ability as a toastmaster 
and was repeatedly called upon by 
bar associations throughout the 
state to officiate at various cere- 
monies and meetings. 

Born in Union City in 1898, he 
attended Union Hill Hi “a School 
and Columbia University where 
he received his A.B. degree in 1920 
and his LLB. in 1922. He also 
studied at the Columbia School of 
Political Science. In Nov. 1922 he 
was admitted to the New Jersey 
Bar and in October 1929 he be- 
came a counsellor. 


ittian 
sitting 


Judge Modarelli was pr ayicrad 
of the Hudson County Bar Ass’n} 
in 1936; president of the North | 


Hudson Lawyers Club from 1929| 


to 1932; police recorder of pervs vard Law School: 


City from 1925 to 1934; Assistant| 








The Nature of Conversion 


by William L. Prosser* 


Conversion is the forgotten | 
tort. Few courts or law profess- | 
ors' have had any interest in it, 
and with few exceptions? what 
little has been written about it 
has been quite perfunctory. 
There are as a matter of fact 
several hundred cases of con- 
version reported every year; but, 
as in the rather similar case of 
trespass to land, most of them 
are concerned only with the 
ownership of the disputed prop- 
erty, and the tort itself is not in 
issue. There are still relatively 
few decisions which throw any 
light upon the question of just 
what a conversion is. 


Baron Bramwell once frankly 
conceded that “it seems to me 
that, after all, no one can un- 
dertake to define what a conver- 
sion is.’* There have been dozens 








N.Y.U. Memorial 
Convocation For 
Vanderbilt 


New York University’s School 
of Law will hold a memorial 
convocation in honor of the late 
Chief Justice Arthur T. Vander- 
bilt, its late dean emeritus, at 
8 p.m. Thursday, October 3. 
More than 500 persons are ex- 
pected to attend the convoca- 
tion, which will be held in the 
auditorium of the building that 
bears his name—Vanderbilt Hall 
at 40 Washington Square South. 


Among the speakers at the 
convocation will be Roscoe 
| Pound, former dean of the Har- 
Charles S. 
Rhyne, president of the Ameri- 





Prosecutor of Hudson County from| can Bar Association; Thomas E. 


1934 to 1944 and counsel 
Union City Planning Board from 
1944 to 1948. In October 1948 he 
was nominated to an interim term 
as U.S. Attorney for New Jersey 
and later was appointed for a full 
term. He was serving as USS. At- 
torney when a sixth seat on the 
Federal Bench in New Jersey was 
created in 1950 and he was then 
appointed to this newly created 
judgeship. 








Dispute Impact of Rise In Suits For Malpractice 


Law Review Surveys Doctors 
And Lawyers 
Los Angeles ‘(ACCN) — Cali- 


fornia doctors feel emphatically 
= 1at the increase in successful 

nalpractice suits and the in- 
in higher cash awards 
are a “real threat” to medical 
care in the state, but most law- 
yers disagree. 

These were the findings of a 
Stanford Law Review survey of 
46 attorneys in the San Fran- 
cisco and Los Angeles areas and 
26 doctors in the San Francisco 
area only. The results are pub- 
lished in the current issue of 
the Review, which is edited by 
Stanford law school students. 

Doctors and attorneys were 
asked, “Do you believe that the 
increasing incidence of mal- 
practice actions and high ver- 
-_— in such actions is a real 
threat to the standard of medi- 
cal care in California in that 
doctors will be deterred from ex- 
ercising their best judgment in 

g experimental or dangerous 






us 


eatments or techniques?” 

'eanieions of the doctors 
said “yes,” one said “no,” and 
one didn’t answer. But 27 law- 
yers replied “no,” 17 said “yes,” 


and two gave no answer, 
survey revealed. 


the 


Actually, the Review reports, 
the two professions agree about 
very little on the subject of 
malpractice claims. 

“Many lawyers are _ bitter 
against doctors for the alleged 
‘conspiracy of silence’ and often 
feel that malpractice rules are 
already too lenient in favor of 
doctors,” the Review comments. 

The “conspiracy” refers to the 
profession’s alleged reluctance 
to testify against each other in 
a malpractice action. 

The article continues, “Doc- 
tors speak contemptuously of 
attorneys magnetized by high 
verdicts gambling on case 


anv 
any 


which offers a chance of en- 
chanting a lay jury to decide 
for the plaintiff.” 

A good deal of this friction, 
however, “is probably caused by 
misunderstanding which could 
be solved or considerably lessen- 


ed,” the Review’s editors believe. 

A possible solution, the Re- 
view contends, lies in a proposal 
for a board of top medical men 
which would voluntarily hear 
a patient’s grievance and give 
an opinion as to its validity. 

If a settlement could not be 
reached, the board would testify 


as to its findings in a malprac- | é 
6 ‘P | medical 


of which 


(Continued on page 4, col. 5) 


tice action regardless 








for the | Dewey, former governor of New 


York; William A. Wachenfeld, 
associate justice of the Supreme 
Court of New Jersey; and Wil- 
liam J. Brennan, Jr., associate 
justice of the United States Su- 
preme Court. 
Niles of the NYU School of Law 
will preside. 


Says Three Problems 
Need Bar-Medical 
Collaboration 


The legal and medical profes- « 
sions must collaborate to help 


solve three major social problems, 
President Charles S. Rhyne of the 
ABA says in a statement publish- 
ed in the August 24 issue of the 
Journal of the American Medical 
Association. He identified the 


three as juvenile crime, mental .,?: 


illness and alcoholism. 


Medical and legal factors are uo 


present in all of these problems, 
Mr. Rhyne pointed out. Although 
the ABA and AMA now have ac- 
tive committees on cooperation, 


he said successful joint efforts * 


Dean Russell D. (4 


| of attempts at definition since;‘ 
ibut it still must be said that 
| there is no good reason to dis- 

agree with the learned Baron. 
All of the definitions have been 
either so general and so vague 
in their terms as to be meaning- 
less, or so broad as to include 
conduct which is clearly not a 
conversion, or so narrow as to 
exclude conduct which clearly is. 
Nevertheless, the decisions have 
displayed a rather remarkable 
consistency, and in any one type 
of situation there has been 
amazingly little disagreement. 
It is as if the courts have ar- 
rived, more or less instinctively, 
at a tacit agreement as to the 
nature of this tort, which they 
have not succeeded in putting 
into words. 

The problem is an interesting 
one, which has occupied the Re- 
porter and his Advisers working 
on the Second Restatement of 
Torts. This article is intended 
to offer some tentative conclu- 
sions reached in the course of 
that work. 


The hand of history lies heavy 
upon the tort of conversion.’ It 
had its genesis in the old com- 
mon law action of trover, whence 
it still appears in the indices un- 
der the title of Trover and Con- 
version—a thing baffling to the 
law school freshman, and some- 
times even to some lawyers. Tro- 
ver emerged late in the fifteenth 
century, as a branch of the ac- 
tion on the case. We probably do 
not have the earliest examples 
of the use of the writ, but its 
name, derived from the French 
word for finding, indicates rather 
clearly that they were cases in 


(Continued on page | 3, , col. 1) 
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jisappearance of 
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1. One 
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ate Prof essor 
has had any 


1 tl ption of the 
. Warren of Harvard, 
re in the legal 
4 soeuts to be 

0 of Trover,’ 
¢ > Clark, 
yr. L. Rev. 





* 3 (19 
: as Plaintiff in an Action 
.’ 49 Harv. L. Rev. 1084 
21 Cornell L.Q. 112 (1935). See also 
or Warren's small book, Trover 


ayne, 5 H N. 296 
1200 (Exch “1860), 
cases may er 1abie 


also call for initiative in the bar ot 


and medical associations in the | ;. 


communities across the nation. 


“In the three problems I have , 


noted, the medical aspect is of 





ire Saimond, Law of Torts 323 (11th 


great importance, but unless an fovea os 


avenue can be found for the law- 
yer, the judge and the legislator 
to hear you, to understand you, 
and to welcome your advice and 


recommendations, they will nec- ivan 


essarily proceed without the bene- 


fits of your knowledge,” Mr. Rhyne 1: 


wrote. “This would be tragic. It 
is a tragedy that has occurred be- 
fore, but must not oceur again.” 


Rhyne expressed gratification 
that many state and local bar and 
groups have recently 
adopted codes to clarify their re- 
lationships. 









kk i 
f L ‘aw at Pe “nnsylvania and 


ar that at the time 
ection of the Second 
Prelimivary Draft 
to change at meetings 
American Law Institute 
and that the opin- 


il of the 
nd the Institute itself ; 
ms expressed in this article are those of 


— the Cour 


the write r, and not those of the Institute. 

6. See, generally, Fifoot, History and 
Sources of the Common Law 102-25 (1949); 
Ames, “History of Trover,"’ 11 Harv. L. 
Rev. 277, 374 (1898): Salmond, ‘‘Observa- 
tions on Trover and Conversion,’’ 21 L.Q. 
Rev. 43 (1905). 
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MOTOR VEHICLES — MUNICI- 
PAL LAW — In making cer- 
tain streets one way streets 
the municipality must erect 
appropriate signs conforming 
to the specifications fixed by 
R.S. 39:4-198, 39:4-183.18 and 
39:4-183.14 as to height, size 
and arrangement. 

—The specifications fixed by the 
statutes for “one-way street” 
signs may not be varied by a 
municipality to coincide with 
its judgment. 

—A conviction for going the 
wrong way on a one way street 
cannot be sustained where 
proper one way Street signs 
were lacking. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Barrett, J. C. C. rendered Sept. 
13, 1957. Morris County Court. 
State v. Callaghan. For the State 
—Frank C. Scerbo, Pros. by 
Stephen B. Wiley, Asst. Pros. De- 
fendant pro se. 

Defendant was found guilty of 
violating R.S. 39:4-85.1 by the 
Magistrate of Hanover Township 
and he appeals. 

This statute provides. that 
local authorities, with respect to 
highways under their jurisdic- 
tion, may by ordinance with the 
approval of the Motor Vehicle 
Director, designate any such 
highways for one way traffic and 
shall erect appropriate signs giv- 
ing notice thereon. The street 
here involved was properly de- 
signated for one way traffic and 
signs were posted but defendant 
contends the signs were improp- 
er and hence there is no viola- 
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tion of the cited statute. 

Held: R.S. 39:4-198 states that 
“no ordinance ... shall be effec- 
tive unless due notice thereof is 
given to the public by placing a 
sign at the place where the ord- 
inance is effective and by brief- 
ing its provisions on signs ac- 
cording to specifications con- 
tained in this chapter or any 
supplement thereto...” 

R.S. 39:4-183-18 provides that 


one way signs shall contain a | 


white arrow with message ‘one 
way” in black letters and a black 
background with dimensions 36 
inches long 12 inches high. 

R.S. 39:183.14 provides that on 
highways where parked vehicles 
do not obstruct visibility, the 
bottom of the sign shall be 214 
feet above the crown of the 
street. 

RS. 39:3-60 regulates the 
height of headlight beams and 
fixes a maximum height of 42 
inches at a distance of 75 feet. 

The sign in the instant case 
was 18 inches by 48 inches, the 
bottom was 74 inches from the 
ground and the letters were 
black on a white background. 
Unquestionably the sign did not 
comply with the specifications of 
the Motor Vehicle Act. R.S. 39:4- 
183.0 provides that the design of 
all traffic signs shall conform to 
and have the minimum speci- 
fications adopted by the Motor 
Vehicle Director, except as other- 
wise approved by the Director. 
There is no evidence the Direct- 
or had approved any sign not 
complying with the 
tions in the cited statutes. In all 
of these several sections the 


word “shall” is used, which pre- | 


from 
set 


municipality 
specifications 


cludes a 
varying the 
forth therein. 

R.S. 39:4-198 provides the signs 
shall be so placed as to be easily 
read by pedestrians or operators 
of vehicles. The sign in question 
cannot meet this requirement if 
R.S. 39:3-60 is complied with by 
the motorist. 

The court does not agree with 
the contention of the Prosecutor 
that the provisions of the stat- 
utes can be 
with the judgment 


of certain 


municipalities or individuals. If | 


so there would be a 
hodge podge throughout the 
state whereas statutory enact- 
ments were created largely to 
provide uniformity throughout 
the state. 

The sign here does not comply 
with the statutes cited. Accord- 
ingly defendant is found not 
guilty of violating R.S. 39:4-85.1. 


this were 
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ADMINISTRATIVE LAW—CIVIL 
SERVICE—Park Commissions 


have power to adopt rules pro- 
viding for a probationary per- 
iod of employment for police- 
men during which they can 
be removed without charges 
and hearing. 

—The idea of providing for a 
period of probationary service 
prior to permanent appoint- 


| 
| 
| 


ment is not novel and is rea- 


sonable. 
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW—Rules 
and regulations adopted by 
administrative authorities pur- 
suant to 


| 


| 


power delegated by) 


the Legislature have the force | 


and effect of law. 

—The authority given an ad- 
ministrative agency is to be 
liberally construed in the light 
of the purposes for which it 
was created and includes all 
incidental authority 
ably appropriate to make the 
express power granted effec- 
tive. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Ewart, J. S. C., rendered Sept. 16, 
1957. Appellate Div. Cammarata 
v. Essex County Park Commis- 
sion. For appellants — John J. 
McDonough (Darby & McDon- 
ough, attys). For respondent — 
Abraham L. Friedman (Doane 
Regan, atty). 

By this action in lieu of pre- 
rogative writ, plaintiffs attack 
their removal by the Essex Coun- 
ty Park Commission, without 
charges or hearing, as proba- 
tionary patrolmen of the Com- 
mission. Plaintiffs had judg- 
ment and defendants appeal. 

By RS. 40:37-154 the Legis- 
lature delegated to the Commis- 
|sion power to establish a police 
system or constabulary and to 
“establish proper rules and reg- 
ulations for the appointment, 
control and management of the 
members of the constabulary, 
and for the securing of proper 
discipline and efficiency among 
the members thereof.” By RS. 
40:37-156 the Legislature pro- 
|vided that no member of the 
park police shall be removed ex- 
cept after trial and conviction 
of violation of rules and regula- 
tions 

There is no express statutory 
authority for a Park Commis- 
sion to appoint probationary 
|members of its police depart- 
ment. However, the defendant 


commission, acting pursuant to} 


lthe powers delegated in RS. 
40:37-154 did establish general 
lrules and regulations governing 
| the park police and adopted a res- 
olution that any person quali- 
|fying as a patrolman shall be 
employed for a_ probationary 
period of one year, during which 
time, on the recommendation of 
the Chief, the man’s service may 
be discontinued and at the end 
of the probationary period ap- 
pointments to the regular force 
would be made only on the re- 
|port of the Chief that the in- 
dividual had qualified. 
Plaintiffs are two of six men 
who were notified on March 4, 
1955 that they would be ap- 





4}; pointed as probationary patrol- 


}men on March 25. Each at that 
| time was sent a sheet containing 
| information as to probationary 


| patrolmen and setting forth the} 


| above regulations and each sign- 
jed a duplicate of the sheet cer- 
|tifying they had read, under- 
|stood and accepted the regula- 
| tions stated. 

At a meeting of the Commis- 
sion on March 15, 1956, it was 
jreported that four of the six 
| probationary appointees were 
satisfactory and that two, the 
| plaintiffs, did not meet the re- 


quirements of the department. | 


Plaintiffs’ employment was or- 


dered terminated and notice of | 


termination was given them on 
March 15, 1956. 


Held: It is true there is 
express statutory authority au- 
thorizing the Commission to 


provide for and appoint proba- | 
tionary patrolmen subject to re- | 
| moval 
| Without a hearing. However, the 


without charges and 


no | 


reason- | 


| 


| 


Judicial Salaries Raised In Six State; 


Chicago (ACCN) — Six state 
legislatures voted this year to 
raise salaries of state judges, the 
American Judicature society re- 
ports. 

Largest raises—$4,000 a year— 
were voted to Minnesota Su- 
preme Court justices and Texas 
Civil Appeals judges. 

In legislative action on judic- 
ial pay: 

—Alabama’s Supreme _ Court 
justices were raised from $12,000 
to $14,000; Court of Appeals 
judges from $11,500 to $13,500, 


and Circuit Court judges from 
$8,500 to $10,000. 
—Minnesota increased’ the 


chief justice’s salary from $16,- 








Commission has by express words 
been authorized to. establish 
proper rules and regulations for 
the appointment, control and 
management of the Park Police 
and for securing proper disci- 
pline and efficiency among the 
members thereof. The idea of 
providing for a_ probationary 
period of service prior to regu- 





lar appointment is not novel. 
Provision therefor is included 
in our Civil Service Act and in 


the statutes of many States. 

The Legislature may properly 
confer on administrative au- 
thorities power to enact rules 
and regulations to promote the 
spirit of the legislation and car- 
ry it into effect. Rules and regu- 
lations adopted pursuant to such 
delegated power have the force 
and effect of law. And, the grant 
of express power by the Legis- 
lature is always attended by the 
incidental authority fairly and 
reasonably necessary or appro- 
priate to make it effective. The 
authority given to a Board or 
commission is to be liberally 
construed in the light of the pur- 
poses for which it was created, 
and that which is incidentally 
necessary to a full exposition of 
the legislative intent should be 
upheld as germane. 

When the Legislature delegat- 
ed to the Park Commission pow- 
er to establish proper rules and 
regulations for the appointment, 
control and management of pol- 
ice and for securing proper dis- 
cipline and efficiency it encom- 
passed any reasonable rules or 
regulation in furtherance of the 
legislative object or reasonably 
calculated to accomplish the leg- 
islative purpose. A provision for 
appointment of patrolmen for a 
probationary period is entirely 
reasonable and proper and is de- 
signed to accomplish the legis- 
lative mandate. The power to 
provide for probationary service 
is an incidental power fairly and 


reasonably necessary and ap- 
propriate to effectuate the ex- 


press authority granted by the 
statute. 

Furthermore, plaintiffs were 
expressly appointed as proba- 
tionary patrolmen and expressly 
accepted such appointment. 
Their contention that such ap- 
pointment was irregular and il- 
legal cannot strengthen their 
case. They can prevail only by 
showing they were regularly ap- 
pointed permanent policemen; 
not by showing the probationary 
appointment was improper. 

Reversed. 
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Legal Widowhood 
Longer Requisite Ff, 
VA Benefits 


A woman who m: 
eran without Kno 
legal impediment 
riage existed may be 
widow’s benefits from the 
erans Administration, « 
though she is not the vets 
legal widow. 

VA said a recently 
statute, Public Lav g 
thorizes such payments 
certain circumstances. 

Under the new law, if th: 
ported marriage 
into in good faith by 
VA may consider it to have 
a valid marriage, provided: 

(a) It would have been ; 

had the legal bar no: 
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isted; 
(b) The couple ad 
together for five or 
years immediately pris 
the veteran’s death g 
(c) No claim for VA wid ntr 
benefits has been filed: she] 
a legal widow of the @§ 235¢ 
eran. 5 Asc 
Before enactment of P 
Law 85-209, establishment 
legal widowhood was ere 
site to widow’s benefits : 


VA, the agency said. 
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COUNSEL . . . for the Defense 


Loss of Income 
Loss of Life 
Liability 


(professional errors) 


JOHN A. COUCH, 


1180 RAYMOND BOULEVARD 
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* Life Plan (includes employees) 


Lawyers Protective Insurance 
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ANIC’ S LIENS — A mech- 


Cake B's lien for materials can 
° Sif; exist where there is a debt 
Céive ae and owing to a supplier 
~ ‘\@ abor or materials furnish- 
from 


it does not extend to a 
yt due for moneys advanced 
& S@f.. payment for materials. 

i .\r10N — In order to effect 
novation there must be a 
4rand definite intention on 

» part of all concerned that 
R15 ch is the purpose. 

“““‘Bivre payment of a creditor by 
third party for the benefit of 
, debtor is not a novation 











otrelisce there is not a substitu- 
> $17 Min of parties. 
S ted from an opinion by 
coal S. J. A. D. rendered 
rict IT I 157. Appellate Div. Tol- 
) $i: r. Lista. For appellant Jos- 
_ HP sista — Albert Burstein 
ry: | 2 >» & Delchop, attys). For 
nts Tolland — Martin 





Lista sued to enforce 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


was delivered to Gerard at the 
construction site. The billhead 
accompanying the delivery read 
that the shell had been sold to 
“G. Lista”. On June 11 Gerard 
received a payment of $3,300 out 
of the construction loan. 

Joseph had filed a notice of 
intention on April 12 and on 
Dec. 12 he filed a mechanic’s 
lien claim stating there was a 
balance of $3,500 due him for 
labor and materials furnished 
between June 20 and August 22. 
He instituted this present suit 
on this claim on Dec. 21. 

The principal question pre- 
ted was whether Joseph was 
supplier of the shell pursu- 
t to the notice of intention or 
hether Aschoff was the supplier 

1 Joseph merely advancing 
to Gerard. The trial 
found Joseph had not or- 
delivered or owned the 


sen 


the 






he money 
judge 
dered, 
SI aa 
Held: 


1en Cc 


The basis of a mechan- 
laim is the existence of 


yerialman’s lien against the 4 gebt due and owing for labor 
the premises, the Tol- performed or materials furnish- 
, and the builder, who is ¢q pjaintiff admits that if the 
0n G rard Lista. The Tol- money advanced by him was 
n turn sued Gerard for simply a loan to his son, who as 
for which they might be puyilder then purchased the ma- 
é able to Joseph. The ac- terials which went into the job, 
consolidated and the then he is not entitled to the 
> entered a judgment jjen claimed The trial court 
: favor of the Tol- found this to be the factual situ- 
gainst Gerard, a judg- atio penis this finding is amply 

ts wu or > defendants Tolland upported by the evidence. 
action by Joseph, and a_ Pjaintiff’s contention is that 
Nf@-ent for Joseph against the transaction as to the shell 
c i, Joseph appeals. as a novation wherein he was 
srard had entered into a substituted for his son as pur- 
ract to erect a one chaser. In order to effect a nova- 
lling for the Tollands. tion there must be a clear and 
een ntract provided that Ger- defini ntention on the pe urt of 
I noiM<sas to secure and install a all concerned that such is the 
nauser “shell”. The Tol- purpose for it is well settled 
d re@™M: paid Gerard the initia! that novation is never presumed. 
; OF ‘ $1,906 and the balance | Where a party merely performs 
Y DiglR-o come from a construction for the benefit of the debtor and 
ath On April 12, 1955 Ger- the creditor accepts performance 
A wid tracted for the purchase m him, this is not necessarily 
1 leg: shell from Aschoff & Sons a substitution of parties, necess- 
; the 99350 delivery to be made ary to a novation, although the 


5 Aschoff refused to deliver 
of P ll without cash payment. discha 


tormance 


by the third party 
rges the duty of the orig- 





did not have the money inal obligor. Thus, since there 
rned to his father, Jos- was credible evidence support- 
nelp. Joseph eventually ing the finding that what the 
d the money, $2,000 be- parties intended was not a sub- 
nid on April 25 and $1,350 stitution of Joseph for George 


R n+ 


aser from Aschoff, but 


as purch 


which time the shell 
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| merely payment by Joseph of 


the purchase price for George, | 


there was no debt created which 

would enable plaintiff to main- 

tain his mechanic’s lien action 
under N. J. S. 2A:44-66. 
Affirmed. 

RES ADJUDICATA — The doc- 
trine of res adjudicata does 
not apply against one who was 
not a party to the prior liti- 
gation. 

LIMITATIONS — JUDGMENTS 
The statutes create a 20 year 
period of limitations on judg- 
ments of courts of record in 
this state unless revived by 
scire facias or sued on within 
that time. 

—The running of the period of 
limitations on a district court 
judgment commences with its 
entry and not with its docket- 
ing in the County Court. 

—Neither issuance of execution 
on a judgment nor payment 
on account thereof tolls or ex- 
tends the 20 year limitation on 
judgments. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Conford, J. A. D. rendered Sept. 
17, 1957. Appellate Div. Giordano 
v. Wolcott. For plaintiff Pro 
se. For defendant Edward C. 
Stokes. (Edward F. Juska, atty). 

Plaintiff is the holder of a 
judgment entered in 1927 in the 
Asbury Park District Court 
against one Santanello. In 1940 
the judgment was docketed in 
the Monmouth County Court. 
In 1954 the Monmouth County 
Court entered an order for the 
satisfaction of the udgment 
based on a claim by Santanello 
of previous settlement thereof. 
This order was reversed in 1955 
on the ground the alleged settle- 
ment did not encompass this 
judgment. 

Prior to the entry of the Mon- 
mouth County Court order a 
pluries execution had been is- 
sued and pursuant thereto the 
Sheriff had levied certain 
personal property of Santanello. 
Immediately on entry of the 
County Court order the Sheriff 
released the property levied on. 
After the reversal, plaintiff in- 
stituted this suit against the 
Sheriff charging the release of 
the property was wrongful as 
plaintiff had given notice to de- 
fendant of his intention to ap- 
peal the order and that defend- 
ant was obliged in the circum- 
stances to withhold releasing the 
levy until plaintiff had had an 
opportunity to complete his ap- 
peal. 

On motion, the County Court 
entered summary judgment in 
favor of defendant on the sole 
ground that the original judg- 
ment had expired by operation 
of statutory limitations in 1947, 
since no scire facias action had 
heen instituted thereon, and that 


therefore plaintiff had no rights 
in 1954 which might be affected 
by the action of defendant com- 
plained of. Plaintiff appeals con- 
tending the prior reversal is res 
adjudicata and further that the 
limitation statutes were sus- 
pended by executions issued on 
the judgment from time to time 
between 1927 and 1939 and by a 
payment on account in 1939. 
Held: The controlling statutes 
in effect in and prior to 1947 
were RS. 2:24-6 and 2:27-317 
(now 2A:14-5 and 2A:17-3). 


R.S. 2:24-6 provided that a judg- 
ment in any court of record may 
be revived by scire facias or an 
action at law may be brought 
thereon within 20 years after 
the date thereof. 

R.S. 2:27-317 provided that exe- 
cution may issue without revival 
of the judgment by scire facias at 





any time within 20 years from its 
recovery. 

These and predecessor statutes 
have always been considered to 
create a twenty year statute of 
limitations as to judgments in 
this state. The judgment here 
was originally entered in the dis- 
trict court, a court of record, and 
was therefore within the pur- 
view of RS. 2:24-6. The running 
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U. S. District Court Decision 





RAILROADS — JURISDICTION. 


De Priest, a retired locomotive | 
engineer, sued defendant for al- | 


leged extra pay due him under 


the union eaontract between de- | 
| examination of monetary awards 


fendant and plaintiff’s union, 


for days on which he had oper- | 
ated trains of defendant over | 
the trackage of other railroads. 


After various motions the matter 
was ordered stayed until the de- 
termination by the National 
Railroad Adjustment Board of 


other claims of the same type | 


then pending before that Board 
involving the same provisions of 
the contract in suit. On March 
15, 1957, the Board made its de- 
termination in three of the cases 
pending before it. Defendant 
now moves to dismiss the com- 
plaint herein based on the deter- 
minations by the Board adverse 
to the claimants therein. 

Held. The National Railroad 








of the period of limitations com- 
menced with the entry of the 
judgment in the district court, 
not with its recording in the 
Court of Common Pleas. 

The limitation on revival of 
judgments by R.S. 2:24-6 coupled 
with the express limitation on 
executions in R.S. 2:27-317 to 
20 years unless the judgment is 
revived, refutes any concept that 
issuance of execution would of 
itself toll the running of the 
statute. An execution rises no 
higher than its underlying judg- 
ment and has no independent 
obligating vitality. Nor will a 
payment toll the statute. In La 
Salle v. Barr, 19 N. J. Misc. 387, it 
was demonstrated that histor- 
ically and by statute payment as 
tolling statutes of limitations is 
confined to actions of debt or 
contract or on certain specialties 
and is not applicable to limita- 
tions on judgments. 

As to the claim of res adjudi- 
cata, an obvious answer is that 
the present defendant was not 


Adjustment Board has exclusive 
jurisdiction for the interpreta- 
tion of labor contracts with 
railroads. Its interpretation is 
binding in the courts. While re- 


made by the Board is permitted, 
no review is permitted in cases 
where no award is made except 
as to constitutionality of the 
Board’s action or as to its jur- 
isdiction. There can be no re- 
view in such case on the merits. 

The Board had the contract 
in question in the present case 
before it for interpretation in 
like circumstances and the pres- 
ent plaintiff did not, under the 
holding in Kirby v. Penn RR., 
have to appear before such 
Board in order to be bound by 
its determination. The question 
of interpretation of the agree- 
ment was exclusively for the 
National Railroad Adjustment 
Board and its finding is final 
and binding on plaintiff in this 
case. The motion to dismiss is 
therefore granted. 

Opinion filed Sept. 5, 1957 by 
Madden, D. J. in Day v. Penn. 
R.R. Civil No. 356-55. 





Judges Orlando, Schalick 
And Wick Honored By 
Camden Bar 


Judges Samuel P. Orlando, W. 
Orvyl Schalick and John B. 
Wick, new South Jersey Superior 
Court Judges, were honored by 
the Camden County Bar Associ- 
ation at a testimonial dinner on 
Tuesday. The affair was held at 
Kenney’s Restaurant in Camden 
and was arranged by a commit- 
tee headed by Horace Brown. 
Willian: G. Bischoff, President 
of the Association, presided. 


Announcement 


Martin A. Spritzer has moved 














his law offices to 75 Paterson St., 
New Brunswick 


a party to the previous litigation. 
Affirmed. 
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Serving Mutual Clients 





THE NEED FOR THE CORPORATE TRUSTEE has continued 
as a result of recent changes in the Revenue Act. 
Drawing of new wills and revision of others, made 
necessary by such changes, has brought a much closer 
collaboration among attorneys and trust officers. 


Trusts are as important today in proper estate plan- 
ning as they have been in the past, but there are cer- 
tain pitfalls to be avoided if the maximum marital 
deduction is to be obtained. 

In problems of estate planning, the Fidelity Union 
Trust Company has had long experience and pledges 
itself to co-operate with the bar in serving mutual 
clients. 


Trust Department 


FIDELITY UNION 


TRUST COMPANY 
Main Office—755 Broad St., Newark 1, N. J. 


16 Offices in Newark * Belleville 
East Orange * Irvington 







oe 
FIDELITY 
UNION 7 


Member Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
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CIVIL LIBERTY VS. MARTIAL LAW 


The news from Little Rock at this writing (Monday, September 
23rd) is that Governor Faubus has agreed to obey the injunction 























Official ABA Ethics 
Opinions Now Available 


A new reference book of great 
value to individual lawyers, law 
firms or law libraries is just off 
the press. 

It is the official “Opinions of 
the American Bar Association 
Committee on Professional Ethics 
and Grievances,” incorporating in 





|a single volume all of the formal | 


| 


| since 1924. 


interpretations of the canons of | 
professional and judicial ethics) 


handed down by the Committee| 


| 


This is the first new printing 


|of the “Opinions” in ten years. It| 


its 690 pages are incorporated the 


is fully indexed and annotated. In 


texts of opinions written by the 
committee since its inception, plus 


}an appendix summarizing deci- 


| sions on various ethical questions 


issued by the Federal Court requiring him to remove State Troops | 
from the schools. This, however, does not warrant accolades. Under | 


the law as established by the United States Supreme Court the | rom ses Aneecioen ab daenelie| 


Governor has no choice; the doctrine of nullification in analogous 
circumstances was expressly repudiated in the case of Sterling v. 
Constantin, 287 U.S. 378, 77 L.ed 375 (1932). 

In the Sterling case, the Legislature of Texas had passed an Oil 
and Conservation Act designed to restrict the production of oil. The 
Governor issued a proclamation, declared that a state “of insurrec- 
tion, tumult, riot and breach of peace existed in the defined area”, 
and called out the troops to shut down oil wells. The Railroad Com- 
mission made orders under the act limiting production, and troops 
remained in the territory to secure the enforcement of these orders. 
Owners of oil interests then brought suit against the Railroad Com- 
mission, the State Attorney General, the Commander of the Texas 


heretofore not published 

The new volume was edited by 
Henry S. Drinker of Philadelphia, 
chairman of the Ethics and| 
Grievances committee. It may} 
now be ordered at $4.50 per copy 


| tion, 1155 East 60th Street, Chi- 


cago 37. Checks should accom- 
pany orders. 

This new edition of the “Opin- 
ions” is certain to be of great! 
value to bar association grievance | 
committees as a reliable guide on 


{fundamental problems of ethics. 


National Guard, and others, to restrain the enforcement of the Com- | 


mission orders on the ground that they were arbitrary and illegal. 
An interlocutory injunction was granted by the United States Dis- 
trict Court restraining the Governor of Texas, the Adjutant General 


of the State and the Commander of the Texas National Guard from | 


enforcing their military or executive orders regulating the produc- 


tion of oil from the complainants’ wells and from interfering in any | 


manner with oil production thereon. The District Court found that 
after this order had been issued the Governor and the Commander 
of the Texas National Guard determined ‘‘not to brook interference 
with the program of restricted production which they determined to 
continue”, on the ground that the Federal Court had no jurisdiction 
over their actions. On appeal, the Supreme Court held unequivocally 
that the Governor of a State should not by military action in effect 
nullify a Federal Court order where private rights were involved. 
The Court indicated that 
“When there is a substantial showing that the exertion of 
state power has overridden private rights secured by that 
(Federal] Constitution, the subject is necessarily one for 
judiciary inquiry in an appropriate proceeding directed 
against the individuals charged with transgression.” 


| 


|number and a short summary of|Bendheim Nominated To) t 
Legal Aid 


t also should be of value to every 
lawyer, judge, and law library be- 
cause of the guidance it affords 
in resolving the wide variety of 
ethical questions considered by) 
the ABA committee through the| 
years. | 

The new volume reproduces the} 
texts of the canons, professional | 
and judicial, including amend-| 
ments. It lists under each the| 


every opinion relating to that! 
canon. In all, the full texts of} 
291 formal opinions are included, | 
along with 383 other decisions of 
the Committee as to application 
of the canons to specific situa- 
tions. The latter decisions are 
from the minutes of the Commit- 
tee, but not embodied in formal 
opinions. 

Chairman Drinker is author of 


|“‘Legal Ethics”, published in 1953, 


Governor Faubus has, however, indicated that he will appeal from | 


the determination of the District Court. Presumably, he will urge 
that his actions in ordering the National Guard to refuse admittance 
to Negroes were within his discretion as Chief Executive of the State, 
in spite of the order of the Court of September 3rd directing integra- 
tion. In this connection the Sterling case contains further signifi- 
cant language discussing the range of discretion allowable to a 
Governor in a deiermination that certain orders are necessary to 
quell civil disorder. The Court pointed out that the nature of the 
power of an executive to maintain law and order 

“necessarily implies that there is a permitted range of honest 

judgment as to the measures to be taken in meeting force 

with force, in suppressing violence and restoring order, for 
without such liberty to make immediate decisions, the power 
itself would be useless. Such measures, conceived in good 
faith, in the face of the emergency and directly related to 
the quelling of the disorder and the prevention of its con- 
tinuance, fall within the discretion of the Executive in the 
exercise of his authority to maintain peace.” 

However, this discretion has definite limits which must be observed: 

“the danger must be immediate and impending; or the neces- 

sity urgent for the public service, such as will not admit of 

delay, and where the action of the civil authority would be 

too late in providing the means which the occasion calls for 

.. . Every case must depend on its own circumstances.” 

The Court held that there was no military necessity which could 
justify the action of the Governor in flouting the order of the Court. 
“In place of the judicial procedure, available in the courts 
which were open and functioning, he [the Governor] set up 
his executive commands which brooked neither delay nor 
appeal. In particular, to the process of the Federal court 
actually and properly engaged in examining and protecting 
an asserted Federal right, the Governor interposed the ob- 

struction of his will, subverting the Federal authority.” 

The evidence from Little Rock points strongly to a conclusion 
that there was no “immediate danger” or in fact any foundation in 
necessity justifying the action of the Governor in ordering the troops 
to bar Negroes from the public schools. Thus, the Sterling case 
would seem to be a shadow foretelling the outcome of any appeal 
brought in the name of State’s rights. In the Sterling case, Chief 
Justice Hughes quoted at length from the famous case of Ex parte 
Milligan to the effect that martial law cannot arbitrarily suspend 
civil rights in time of war: 

“Civil liberty and this kind of martial law cannot endure 

together; the antagonism is irreconcilable; and, in the con- 

flict, one or the other must perish.” 
These ging words used by our Supreme Court in dealing with an 


rin 
ri 


and widely recognized as the most 
complete and authoritative trea- 
tise on the subject. 


Book Notice 


BASIC CORPORATE PRACTICE, 
by George C. Seward of the New 
York Bar, published by the 
Committee On Continuing Legal 
Education of The American Law 
Institute collaborating with the 
American Bar Association, 133 
South 36th Street, Philadelphia 
4, Pennsylvania. (July, 1957). 
$3.00. 168 pages. 

This is a textbook on the prac- 
tical aspects of corporation law 
practice. It discusses (1) the ad-| 
visability of incorporation; (2) 


| planning and organizing the cor- 


| affairs 


poration; (3) how to maintain its 
properly; (4) state and| 
federal regulation of sales of se- 
curities; (5) how to solve the 
problems of control in closely-held 
corporations; (6) dividend action | 
and (7) acquiring and disposing | 
of a business. Forms are included 
for each of the important trans- 
actions discussed in the text. 

Written from the standpoint of 
a practical lawyer, the book points 
up the important tax considera- 
tions which arise in almost every | 
transaction. 

The author is a New York City 
lawyer who specializes in corpor- 
ation practice. In addition, he is| 
Vice Chairman of the Section of 
Corporation Banking and Business 
Law of the American Bar Asso-| 
ciation and has been since 1952) 
Chairman of that Section’s Com- 
mittee on Corporate Laws. Also 


|he is Chairman of the American 


Bar Foundation’s Special Commit- | 


invasion of property rights, surely are applicable in a case involving | tee on Annotation of Model Cor- 


basic civil rights. 





poration Acts. - 
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Bar Association of Morris County 
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Auditing 
Louis Freeman, Chairman 
John Mills 
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Clifford Johnson, Chairman 
Ralph Porzio 
Joseph Maraziti 
Bertram M. Berla 
David Salmon 
Court House 
Robert H. Schenck, Chairman 
Frank C. Scerbo 
James W. Phelan 
Elden Mills 
Scott M. Long, Jr. 
William N. Beach 
Court Rules 
Ralph Porzio, Chairman 
Harry L. Sears 








Head Bergen County 
Bar Ass'n 


Hackensack — Judge Henry J. 
Bendheim, of Englewood, on Mon- 
day was nominated for the presi- 
dency of the Bergen County Bar 
Association for 1958. At a regular 
meeting of the organization, held 
in the court room of Judge J. Wal- 
lace Leyden, the report of the 
nominating committee was receiv- 
ed and a complete revision of the 
association’s by-laws was approv- 
ed on first reading. 

The meeting, presided over by 
President Paul T. Huckin, was a 
prelude to the annual meeting 
which will be held in December. 
Judge Arthur J. O’Dea was the 
speaker at this session. 

The report of the nominating 
committee was presented by John 
A. Christie. Proposed to serve 


! 
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Albert Jeffers, Jr., Chairmar 

Henry M. Hoyt 

Milford Salny 

Robert P. Hanley 

Hilda Less 

Anthony A. Goerner 

Armand D’Agostino 

Eugene M. Friedman 
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Joseph A. Kondash 

John J. O’Donnell 

Francis J. Beyrent 

H. Dean Steward, Jr. 

John Genoble 

Boris Seeber 

Paul Colvin ae 

Joseph Rosenberg ale 

John D. Collins 
Nominations 

James W. Phelan, 

John Mills 

Orville Meslar 

Robert P. Hanley 

Lloyd Rosenberg 


Waivmrir 


with Bendheim were Charles L.| Legislative 


Bertini, as first vice president; 
Judge Lawrence A. Cavinato, as 
second vice president; LeRoy B. 
Huckin as treasurer, and Maurice 
S. Austin, of Teaneck, as secretary. 
Trustees nominated to serve for 
one year terms were Walter W. 
Gehringer, Bruce H. Losche, Har- 
old S. OKin and Ralph A. Leder. 
Those serving with Christie on 
the nominating committee includ- 


ed Judge Cavinato, Francis V.D.| side the testimony 


Lloyd, Judge J. Wallace Leyden 
and Ellis M. Kopp. 

Changes in the organization’s 
by-laws were confined to techni- 


} cal changes dealing with dues and 
{terms of officers. 


Prepared by a 
committee under the chairman- 
ship of John W. Leyden, Jr., the 
revised by-laws will be acted up- 
on again at the annual meeting. 

Immediately following the meet- 


|ing, those attending adjourned to 


Petrullo’s Everglades for dinner. 
This was the second Bench and 
Bar dinner held by the Associa- 
tion this year. All judges of the 
County and District Courts sat at 
the tables with the lawyers to 
facilitate private discussion of 
mutual problems and a free ex- 
change of ideas. 

Arthur L. Abrams, Director of 
the New Jersey Institute of Prac- 
ticing Lawyers, was the principal 
speaker at the dinner session. 
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taken wrongfully, trover also will 


lie.’** The two actions, in other 
words, were regarded as alterna- 
tive remedies for the same 


wrong. 

There was, however, a signifi- 
cant difference between the ac- 
of trespass and trover, 
for these two centuries 


tions 


which 
































lairm, left by the actions of passed unremarked. The theory 
which lay for the 65 trespass was that the plain- 
taking of a chattel, tiff remained the owner of the 
getin which lay for its chattel, with his possession only 
‘man ful detention. By 1554 the interfered with or interrupted, 
a ons of the complaint had <4 that when it was tendered 
more or less standard- back to him he must accept it. 
d plaintiff alleged that wis recovery was limited to the 
was possessed of certain gq, es he had sustained 
zods, that he casually lost them, through his loss of possession, or 
lait ; the defendant found them, through harm to the chattel, 
man i that the defendant “con- which were usually considerably 
ced them to his own use.” jess than its value. The theory 
) that phrase in the plead- of trover was that the defendant, 
Z the name of the tort. by “converting” the chattel to 
Tr as it developed, had pis , use, had appropriated 
¢ definite procedural advant- the plaintiff’s rights, for which 
Prenceg@..s over the other forms of he was required to make com- 
on, not the least of which was pensation. The plaintiff was 
: it avoided wager of law, a therefore not required to accept 
Jr licensed perjury which the chattel when it was tendered 
detinue singularly unat- back to him: and he recovered 
ent to an honest plaintiff as his damages the full value of 
rman ga dishonest defendant. Al- the chattel at the time and place 
rom the beginning there- of the conversion. When the de- 
effort was made to ex- fendant satisfied the judgment 
znd trover into the field of the jn trover, the title passed to him. 
detention of chattels and plaintiff had nothing more 
‘found. The device by which to do with it. The effect was that 
s accomplished was that the defendant was compelled, 
ting, first the allegation > of his wrongful appro- 
losing the goods,” and then 1, to buy the chattel at a 
t of finding them,’ as a fic- fo; ». Of which the action 
The defendant was not per- f trover was the judicial instru- 
al to deny the losing and ment 
ing, so that the only issues The modern law of conversion 
e litigated were those of the began when this basic difference 
right to possession and tween the theories of trespass 
' version itself. The ficti- and trover was brought into 
: gations survived, how- sharp focus in Fouldes v. Wil- 
into our century, in loughby,” in England in 1841. 
ns where the lost art The plaintiff went on board the 
mm 1 law pleading lingered def; nt’s ferry-boat. taking 
‘rman d there are quite modern } two horses. The de- 
hich it was alleged that 
plaintiff casually lost, and ect 73 
fendant found, something 7 Pages 3 
mboat or twenty car- ‘ Taa, 85 Eng 94 (KB. 
f grain. f 
sing and finding no of 
ential, trover moved - 
the field of the wrong- : apy 
taking of chattels, formerly ; 
i by trespass.” In the . 
ime it entirely replac- 
Which passed into 
inwept, unhonored and i 
ng: and it so far replaced 
to chattels that that t 
ell almost, but not alto- - 
er, into disuse. For some two lig rv other 
ries it Was said that “when- a8 : 
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fendant wrongfully refused to 
carry the horses, and put them 
on shore. The plaintiff remained 
on the boat and was conveyed 
across the river, as a result of 
which he lost his horses. In an 
action of trover it was held that 
the mere act of removing the 
horses from the boat, although it 
was actionable as a trespass, did 


not amount to the tort of con- 
version. Three iges struggled 
at length with the distinction, 
all of them endeavoring to ex- 
press the fundamental idea that 
a conversion must some act 
which denies or defies the plain- 
tiff’s right of ownership of his 
chattel. Baron Alderson, seizing 
upon a word used the argu- 
ment of counsel that it 
must be “an inconsistent 
with the general ht of do- 
minion which the owner of the 


chattel has in it 

“Dominion” h haunted the 
conversion cases ever since. It is, 
of course, a diffi rd, which 
has been at best negative aid. 


If the defendant merely takes 
the plaintiff's horse the bridle 
and leads it a few steps, it is cer- 


tainly to some extent an exercise 





of dominion, auth sover- 
eignty or control er the horse, 
and it is certainly to some ex- 
tent an act inconsistent with 
the plaintiff's ‘ight of 
dominion,” whic include 
the right not to have his horse 
interfered with. Yet tl illustra- 
tion was given rd Abinger 


in Fouldes v. Willoughby,” as an 
example of a mere trespass, not 
amounting to a version. The 
same is certainly true of 
the defendant \ ntionally 
scratches the pan f the plain- 


tiff’s carriage, vas like- 
wise given as tration of 
trespass, but version.” 
On the other hand, if the de- 
fendant had thrown the horses 
into the water, and they had 
been drowned, it ¥ reed that 


conver- 


there would have 
j Yet the t itself 


sion is no 
more than puttir off of 
the boat, and it i ily its im- 
mediate consequence which 
make it more eriou What 
seems to emerge from the case, 
as the goal tov hich the 
three judges were roping, is 
that it is not the that the 
defendant has ex lomin- 
ion or control o1 chattel, 
or that he has interfered with 
the plaintiff’s domi ion or con- 
trol over it, which i lone im- 
portant; and that it the de- 
gree of such interference which 
makes a conversi 

In the United States the same 


delimita- 
ind buggy 


essential problem 
tion arose in the | 


days, in cases I bailee 
made an unauthorized use of 
the bailed chattel Johnson v. 
Weedman,” in 1843 ilee with 
whom a horse vy left to be 
agisted and fed on one 
occasion, for a distance of fifteen 
miles. The ride in 1 way in- 
jured the horse, although it died 
later from other ses, and 
i;could not be retu Counsel 


for the defendant yung man 


of thirty-five n Abraham 
Lincoln, succeeded in convincing 
ithe court that of the 
horse, although breach 

s nota 


of contract and : 

















had 


> the | 
e the] 


aS saying that t lefendant 
ing witl t t loes not 
nversior of | 














conversion, because it was not a 
sufficiently serious invasion of 
the plaintiff’s right.” Subsequent 
decisions, ‘chiefly concerned with 
the driving of rented horses for 
a short distance beyond the 
agreed Gestination, worked out 
in effect the distinction made in 
this case, that if the unauthor- 
ized use results in substantial 
damage to the chattel there is a 
conversion,” but that in the ab- 
sence of such damage there is 
not,” unless the use itself is 
an important interference with 
the rights of the plaintiff. Again 
the character of the act is the 
same in either case, and its ef- 
fect, as a major or a minor in- 
vasion of the plaintiff’s inter- 
ests, is the determining factor. 
The subsequent development 
of the law has been along these 
lines. Following Fouldes v. Wil- 
loughby there was, as might 
have been expected, a revival of 
the old action for trespass to 
chattels, and it has had some 
occasional use as a remedy for 
minor interferences, resulting in 
some damage,~ but not suffic- 


iently important or sufficiently 
serious to amount to the greater 
Conversion has been con- 


tort.” 





‘N.H. 318, 63 A.2d 





fined, in effect, to those major 
interferences which are so im- 
portant, or serious, as to justify 
the forced judicial sale of the 
chattel to the defendant which 
is the distinguishing feature of 
the action. There has been in- 
creasing recognition of the fact 
that the significance of conver- 
sion lies in the measure of dam- 
ages, the recovery of the full 
value of the goods, and that the 
tort is therefore properly limited 
to those wrongs which justify 
imposing it. 

Out of all this the laborers in 
the vineyard of the Restatement 
have brought forth the conclu- 
sion, be it mountain or mouse, 
that there is probably no type 
of act or conduct on the part 
of a defendant which is always, 
under any and all circumstances, 
a conversion; and that as to any 
particular type of act the exist- 
ence of this tort is a matter of 
the seriousness of the interfer- 
ence with the plaintiff’s rights, 
which in turn will depend upon 
the interplay of a number of 
different factors, each of which 
has its own importance, and 
may, in a proper case, be con- 
trolling. 

This may be stated in the form 
of black letter propositions, and 
tested by a series of illustrations 
involving the various types of 
conduct which have been held to 


be sufficient for conversion. 
Therefore: 
(1) Conversion is an inten- 


tional exercise of dominion or 
control over a chattel, which so 
seriously interferes with the 
right of another to control it that 
the actor may justly be required 
to pay the other the full value 
of the chattel. 

(2) In determining the ser- 
iousness of the interference and 
the justice of requiring the actor 
to pay the full value, the follow- 
ing factors are important: 

(a) The extent and dura- 
tion of the actor’s exercise of 
dominion or control; 


(Continued on page 
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(b) The actor’s intent to 
assert a right in fact incon- 
sistent with the other’s right 
of control; 

(c) The actor’s good faith; 

(d) The extent and dura-| 
tion of the resulting interfer- 
ence with the other’s right ad 
control; 

(e) The harm done to the! 
chattel; and 





(f) The expense and in- 
convenience caused to the} 
other.” | 


In testing these propositions, 
it is convenient to proceed down 
the catalogue of the various 
types of the defendant’s conduct | 
which have been held sufficient | 
for conversion: taking the chat- | 
tel, removing it, transferring it, | 
withholding it, damaging or al- 
tering it, and using it. It is to be 
assumed throughout that the de- 
fendant has acted with the in- 
tent of affecting the chattel, and 
has not merely been negligent 
with respect to it;* and that in 
all instances he does not have a 
privilege to act as he does. The 
illustrations will speak for them- 
selves, and the cases may be rel- 
egated to the footnotes. 














24. Preliminary Draft of § 222A, Second : ee " : 31 31 > induced agsé Jor- 
Restatement of Torts, see supra note 5. him. This is a conversion. vod Sale induced. Hagar we Nor 
25. There 1 ement that con- | ————————— | Bolland v. Bishop 23, 61 N.W. 
version is . 1 in the sense 26. Blackinton v. Pil ry, 260 Mass. 123, | 681 95) nee t , of the recovery 
that the defends act must be intended | 156 N.E. 895 (1927). mployee of a club , father than 
= affect _ chattel. Negligence, even! romoved personal property from the locker is not essential 
though it results in loss of the goods Or! of one member, believing it to be the locker fa . Thurston v. Blan- 
damage to them, is never a sufficient basis | of another Pick. 18 (Mass. 18 3aird v 
for the tort. Davis v. Hurt, 114 Ala. 146, Hushaw v. Dunn. 62 Colo. 109, 160 Pac 1¢ 36 N ‘ 
21 So. 468 (1897); Emmert vy. United Bank] 1937 (1916). An officer took money from | Ww ; 
© Prost Oo., 14/Cal. App: 20 1, 57 B.20°G83'| ena nerson of a prisoner before he was 
(1936) ; Dearbourn v. Union Nat'l Bank, 58| jocked up, and returned it the next day| 
Me. 273 (1870); Wamsley v. Atlas S.S. Co.,| when he pleaded guilty. “a 
168 N.Y. 533, 61 N.E. 896 (1901); Heald “iacBryde v. Burnett, 44 F. Supp. 833 né 
v. Carey, Jl C.B. 977, 138 Eng. Rep. 762 D. Mo. 1942). A trustee by mistake trans- | induced by fraud: 
ae 1852); Restatement, Torts § 224 | ferred five out ot y shares of stock ek Co., 201 Minn. 586, 
ae ——— nee ae belongi frat estate into his own | 2 McCrillis v. Allen, 57 
t is not owever, necessary that the | name. >re was no other interference with | ra, Christensen v. Pugh, | 
conversion be a matter of conscious Wrong-| the gtock. .2d 100 (1934). 
doing, or an intent to affect the plaintiff's Frome vy. Dennis, 45 N.J.L. 515 (Sup. Ct. rule in the great majori ’ 
rights. An innocent mistake may be enough. 11 ; jant innocently borrowed a taking itself 


See for example the cases of bona fide pur- 
chasers of stolen goods, infra note 31. The 
defendant's good faith is, however, a factor | 
to be considered by determining the serious- 
ness of the interference. 
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| mistake takes B’s hat from the 











Taking the Chattel 
A, leaving a restaurant, by 


rack, believing it to be his own. 


When he reaches the sidewalk | 


he puts on the hat, discovers his | 
|mistake, and immediately re- 
turns it to the rack. This is not | 
a conversion.” 

2. The same facts as in Illus- 
| tration 1, except that A keeps 
| the hat for three months before 
discovering his mistake and re- 


| turning it. This is a conversion.” 


3. The same facts as in Illus- 


| tration 1, except that as A reach- 
|es the sidewalk and puts on the | 


hat a sudden gust of wind blows 


|it from his head, and it goes 


down an open manhole and is 
lost. This is a conversion.” 

4. Leaving a restaurant, A 
takes B’s hat from the rack, in- 
tending to steal it. As he ap- 
proaches the door he sees a 
policeman outside, and immedi- 
ately returns the hat to the rack. 
This is a conversion.” 

5. A, a sheriff, levies execu- 
tion on the goods of B, mistak- | 
enly believing them to belong to 
C. This is a conversion.” 

6. A, by fraudulent represen- 
tations as to his credit, induces 
B to deliver an automobile to 


















e who had no right to lend 
for three days before return- 


point have been found. 
that if deprivation 
al time is sufficient 
the defendant has n- 
the plaintiff (infra 
is no less so where he 
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it from him. 
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It was said that if the property were lost | 
o there would be a conversion | 
Shippee, 15 R.I. 453, 8 Atl. 
Defendant cut grass on plain- | 
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priated by third persons. 
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7. A steals B’s automobile. In 
good faith, for value, and with- 


out notice that it is stolen, C| 


buys the car from A and takes 
| possession of it. This is a conver- 
| sion.” 

8. The same facts as in Illus- 
| tration 7, except that C buys the 
| car but does not take possession 


lof it. This is not a conversion.” 


| 9. The same facts as in Illus- 
| tration 7, except that C rents the 


car from A, or takes it from him 
in pledge. This is a conversion.” 

10. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 7, except that C grat- 
uitously borrows the car from A 
and drives it ten miles. This is 
not a conversion.” 

11. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 7, except that C is the 
owner of a garage, and receives 
the car from A for storage. This 
is not a converson.” 

12. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 7, except that D, who 
is the agent or servant of C, in 
good faith takes delivery of the 
car for him, or receives it from 
him for safekeeping. Although 
C is a converter, D is not.” 

13. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 7, except that D, who 
is the agent or servant of C, in 
good faith negotiates the trans- 
acton by which C purchases the 
car, and takes delivery for him. 
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and Silver v 
1880) > agent was held not to be a con- 
verter. To the contrary are Stephens v. El- 
wall, M. & S. 259, 105 Eng. Rep. 830 
K.B. 1815) and Miller v. ilson, 98 Ga. 
567, 25 S.E. 578 (1896). See, however, the 





infra note 57, 
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all of which necessafily 












D is a converter.” 

14. The same facts as in Il- 
lustrations 10, 11 and 12, except 
that in each case the car is re- 
ceived with notice that it is 
stolen. In each case there is a 
conversion.” 

Removing the Chattel 

15. A takes possession of a 

house, and finds B’s furniture in 


/it. He requests B to remove the 


furniture, and B does not do so. 
A then removes the furniture to 
a storage warehouse, stores it 
in the name of B, and notifies B 
that he may come and get it. 
This is not a conversion.” 

16. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 15, except that A re- 
moves the furniture to a ware- 
house at a distance, so that B is 
subjected to unnecessary incon- 
venience and expense in recov- 
ering his goods. This is a con- 
version." 

17. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 15, except that A does 
not notify B, or does not follow 
the instructions which B gives 
him as to where to send the 
goods. This is a conversion.” 

18. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 15, except that while 
the furniture is in the ware- 
house, and before B can remove 
it, it is destroyed by fire. This is 
a conversion® 

19. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 15, except that A 
moves the furniture to the ware- 
house and stores it in his own 
name with the intent to keep it 
for himself. This is a conversion.“ 

20. A finds B’s car parked on 
the street. Desiring to use the 
parking space for himself, A 
moves the car half a block, and 
tells B where it is. This is not a 


conversion.“ 
21. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 20, except that A 


moves the car to a concealed 
spot behind a building and does 
not tell B, so that B does not 
recover his car for a week. This 
is a conversion.” 

22. A steals goods from B. He 
delivers them to C, a truck driv- 
er, who in good faith transports 
them across the city, redelivers 
them to A, or according to A’s 
orders. This is not a conversion 
by C.” 

23. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 22, except that C 
transports the goods with know- 
ledge that they are stolen. This 
is a conversion.“ 

Transferring the Chattel 

24. A ships goods over B car- 
rier, consigned to himself. By 
mistake B delivers the goods to 
C. B discovers the mistake im- 















asional 
as Abernathy v. Wheeler, 
y. 858 (1891); Fargason 
137, 159 S.W. 221 


are o¢ 


ce. 9. 
859 (1890) ; 


& Glessner 


46 N.W. 
pme 
















a Rasen, 
1920) 


>. 996 (1898); 
3 


145 Mass. 


715, 


t *1908) : 








r H. Belleisle Co. 

569 (1904); Be re 

‘ v. Reiling, 213 
. 310 (1943). 

urd om Furniture & 

te 26, 102 N.W. 873 

(1905). Ct. Ryan +v. Chown, 160 Mich. 204, 

125 NW. 46 (1910) : Tobin v. Deal, 60 

Wis. 87. 18 N.W. 634 (1884). 

44. Hicks Rubber Co Distributors v. 

Stacy, 133 S.W.2d 249 (Tex. Civ. App. 1939). 
45. See cases cited supra note 40. 
46. See cases cited supra note 41. 
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mediately, and within {; 
four hours recovers the 
from C, and delivers they ;, 
This is not a conversion« ~ 
25. The same facts as ; 
lustration 24, except that 4 
goods are not recovered }, 
and remain in the possessjoy 
C. This is a conversion” 
26. A leaves his car 
garage over night. C, 
steals a duplicate parking tpg. 
and presents it to B’s emp). JM + 
in the morning. The emplorg 
reasonably believing C to be 
owner of the car, ‘Celine 


Or og 
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97. A leaves ia 
B’s house with B’s 
sells and delivers the 
C, telling C that the 
belongs to A, and C a 
hold it for A until 
it. B neglects to notify 
transfer for a m 
which time A makes no der 
for the furniture. Thi 
conversion.” 

28. A has possession 
goods, as bailee, agent, 
finder, or otherwise. He 
delivers them to C. This 
version.” 

29. The same facts 
lustration 28, except tI 
the goods to C, but do t 
liver them. This is not a conye 
sion.™ 


he 


30. A steals B’s auton 
He stores it in C’s gar 
good faith, and without 
the theft, C returns the 
This is not a conversion 

31. The same facts as in 
lustration 30, except 
A’s agent or servant, to 
delivers the car for s 
This is not a conversion 

32. The same facts as 
lustration 31, except tha 
the car to D, and C de 
to D in good faith an 
to A’s orders. This i 
version.” 

33. The same facts as in 
lustration 32, except th: 
tiates the sale from At 
makes delivery of the ca 
This is a conversion.” 
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The Nature of Conversion 








continued from page 6) 








The same facts as in Il- 
t 32, except that C 
the delivery to D after 
; notified of the theft. This 
; conversion.” 
withholding the Chattel 

A takes possession of a 
“e, and finds in it some of 
“iyrniture. In order to keep 
. intruders, A changes the 
‘4; on the doors, as a result of 
it @ae-n B, coming to get his furn- 
; jg prevented from obtain- 
for one day, until he can 
nd get the keys. This is 
nversion.” 
e same facts as in Il- 
jon 35, except that A 
the locks with the in- 
“on of appropriating the 
ture and preventing B from 
ering it. This is a conver- 

















A stores his car in B’s 
rage. A comes to get 
demands it. B inten- 
delays half an hour in 
the key to the garage. 
a conversion.” 

he same facts as in Il- 
eration 37, except that B de- 
<3 month. This is a conver- 

























e same facts as in Il- 
n 37, except that during 
of half an hour a fire 
it in the garage, and 
destroyed before it can 
moved. This is a conver- 








{ Goods are shipped to A 
ier B. On their arrival, 

nds delivery, offering to 
;the freight charges stated 
the bills of lading in his pos- 
son. A waybill in the hands 
it shows higher freight 
vhich A refuses to pay. 
2 t refuses to surrender 
:coods until he can telegraph 
dint of shipment and de- 
ne correct charges. This 


An 


2 conversion.” 


























‘The same facts as in Il- 
40, except that the 
before 





waits a month 





Thieme Chevrolet 
1939) ; 


85 (N.Y. 














Jaslow ¥. Kroenert, 29 Cal. 2d 451, 
~~ 2 (1946); Edinburg llen 
-49 Mass. 206, 12 N 
r Oakman, 117 


Westbrook, 
ec 931 (1944); Ki 


206 


Ark. 








the ys ni 

the plaintiff registra- 
ar. The plaintiff promptly 
ng the keys. “. . we 
defendant did ch a 
7 1 act as to amount to 
the truck. The defendant's 













Davis, 53 Mich. 35, 18 
detention of stock certi- 
terfering in any way with 


the rights of the stock 






have been found. 
Canadian Pacific R.R., 109 
1002 (1912). 














telegraphing. This is a conver- 
sion.” 

42. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 40, except that the 
agent refuses to deliver the goods 
unless he is paid the higher 
charges. This is a conversion.” 

43. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 40, except that the 
agent unqualifiedly refuses to 
deliver the goods, without ex- 
planation. This is a conversion.” 

Damaging or Altering the 

Chattel 

44. A intentionally shoots B’s 
horse, as a result of which the 
horse dies. This is a conversion.” 
45. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 44, except that the 
horse is lamed, so that its utility 
as a horse is destroyed. This is a 
conversion.’ 


46. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 44, except that the 
horse suffers a slight wound, 


which incapacitates it for a few 
days, after which it fully recov- 
ers. This is not a conversion.” 

47. A stores his fur coat with 
B. Without A’s knowledge or con- 
B repairs a hole in the 
lining of the coat. This is not a 
conversion.” 

48. The same facts as in II- 
lustration 47 except that B alters 
the coat by cutting down its size 
so that A can no longer wear it. 
This is a conversion.’ 

49. Astores a large number of 
cakes of ice in his icehouse. B 
opens the wall of the icehouse 
and allows a current of warm 
air to enter. As a result part of 
the ice is melted, and the re- 
mainder is fused into a large 
which can be separated 
into cakes again only with great 
labor and expense. This is a con- 
version, not only of the ice 
melted, but of all of it.” 

50. In the midst of an Amer- 
ican city, A slashes the tire of 
B’s automobile. This is a con- 
version of the tire, but not of the 
automobile.” 

51. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 50, except that the 
car is at the time in the midst 
of the desert of Gobi, where a 
new tire can not be obtained 
without a delay of a month and 
a journey of four hundred miles. 
This is a conversion of both the 
tire and the automobile.” 


sent 


mass, 





Ss Beasley v. Baltimore é 


(1906) 


















7 S.E 


310 (18 





70) 








s. 558, 121 N.E. 489 ( 
tern Workman's Pub. Society, 11 
1 P ac 


y, 11 h. 
691 (1920) (commingling 80 





n impossible). 
cases have been found. 
have f j 


Nfeation 


been found 


~"ases 





Using the Chattel 


| 


52. A entrusts an automobile | 
to B, a dealer, for sale. On one| 


is not a conversion.” 

53. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 52, except that B 
drives the car 2,000 miles. This 
is a conversion.* 

54. The same facts as in Il- 


| 


lustration 52, except that B uses | 


the car for the illegal transport- 
ation of narcotics, as a result of 
which it is confiscated by the 


federal government. This is a 
conversion.” 

55. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 52, except that B 


drives the car with the intent to 
appropriate it, and to deprive A 
of its use. This is a conversion.” 





56. A rents an automobile to 
B to drive to X City and return. 
In violation of the agreement, B 
drives to Y City, ten miles be- 


yond X City. No harm is done 


to the car. This is not a conver- 
sion.” 

57. The same facts as in Il- 
lustration 56, except that Y City 
is a thousand miles beyond X 
City. This is a conversion.’ 

58. The same facts as in Il- 


lustration 56, except that while 
the car is in Y city it is seriously 
damaged in a collision, with or 
without negligence on the part 
of B. This is a conversion. 

59. A lends his automobile to 
B, with permission to drive it. A 
then sells the car to C. Neither 
A nor C notifies B of the sale, 


and B continues to drive the car. 
This is not a conversion.” 
Conclusion 

The conclusion to be drawn 
from all this has already been 
stated, in black letter form.” 
Conversion is distinguished from 
other interferences with chattels 
by the measure of damages—the 






recovery of the full value of the 
goods, and their forced sale to 
the defendant. In part quite de- 
liberately, and in pa as the 
result of unexpressed and more 
or less instinctive agreement, the 


S 


rt 


courts have limited it to those 
interferences which are so im- 
portant and serious as to justify 


the drastic remedy 


The importance and serious- 


ness of the interference which 
justifies the remedy deter- 
nined in part by the character 





Urges Merging of Law and Equity Courts in Mich. 


; 2 ~~ | Ann Arbor (ACCN) — Distinc- gests a five-point program for 
occasion B drives the Cae, OH his |tions between courts of law and| changing court rules and merg- 
own business, for ten miles. This | equity should be abolished in 


Michigan, Prof. Charles W. Join- 
er of the University of Michigan 
law school believes. 


Writing in the current Mich- | 


| 


| 


ing the two types of action, 
which he said would: 
1—Provide for a single form 


|of action; 


igan Law Review, , Joiner states | 
that the merger of these two! 


forms of court action has proved 


“practical and effective” in 28) 


states and the federal courts. 
He contends that separation of 
the two still persists in Michi- 
gan despite a century-old state 
constitutional provision calling 
for an end to such distinctions. 

Under the present Michigan 
system, divorce cases, foreclos- 
ures, injunctions, and certain 
other types of legal cases not 
requiring jury trial are handled 
by courts of equity. 

Joiner, who serves as chair- 
man of the joint committee on 
Michigan procedural review, sug- 











in part by the consequences to 
the plaintiff. As was recognized 
as long ago as the case which 
Lincoln won in 1843,” these con- 
sequences relate back to the act 
and affect it, so that they may 
transform a mere trespass into 
a conversion. In this respect con- 
version is unique among torts, 
that its existence may depend 
upon the degree of the dam- 
ages. 

There is, however, no one fac- 
tor which is controlling in all 
cases, although any one of them 
may be sufficient in a particular 
case. Conduct which is suffic- 
iently aggravated to constitute 
a major defiance and infringe- 
ment of the plaintiff’s right, 
such as the deliberate theft of 
the chattel, may be sufficient in 
itself for a conversion, even 
though the plaintiff promptly 
recovers the goods and suffers 
no actual harm. Conduct which 
is relatively innocent, or trivial, 
becomes a conversion only if 
the consequences are a major 
interference with the plaintiff’s 


| interests. 


of the defendant’s conduct, and 





439, 


5. 26 1 
31 Ark. 518 (1876 


ward, 6 Ga. 213 





Supra, text at note 24 


992 | 
220 











2—Join law and equity mat- 
ters; 

3—Preserve the right to jury 
trial where this now exists; 

4—Provide procedure for as- 
serting the right to jury trial 
and marshalling the trial; and 

5—Employ the pre-trial con- 
ference as a device for narrow- 
ing the issues in dispute and 
determining whether or not jur- 
ies are to be used to hear issues 
in a case. 

Joiner contends that failure to 
merge the two forms of court 
cases has resulted in many oc- 
casions of hardship in Michigan. 
Adoption of the new rules, he 
adds, will eliminate many cases 
from court dockets and permit 
one trial where two or more are 
now required. 


Annual Survey of 
New Jersey Law Now 
Being Distributed 





Newark, Sept. 26 — Rutgers 
Law Review Annual Survey of 
New Jersey Law is being distrib- 
uted to members of the bench 
and bar beginning today. 

The Survey issue contains an- 
alyses by State University School 
of Law faculty members of major 
developments in 12 phases of 
law in New Jersey during 1956-57. 

The 288-page edition also in- 
cludes a memorial to the late 
Chief Justice Arthur T. Vander- 
bilt written by the Hon. Alfred 
C. Clapp, senior judge of the 
Appellate Division. 
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Vision... 


Remember that myth about the 
Roman god Janus who was 
conveniently provided with two 
faces—looking into the past 

and future? 


We believe this double vision 
can be quite an advantage 
Looking backward can be a 
help in going forward. 


As we look back over the past 74 
years we get a clearer picture 

of the steady march of progress 
which has brought us from small 
beginnings to our present 
organization now providing 
insurance in seven states. 


It also points the effective way to 
future expansion and improvement 
—making still better facilities 

and broader resources available 

to those many property owners 
and investors who look to TG&T 
for complete title service and 
sound title protection. 


TITLE GUARANTEE 
Ee and Trust Company 


NEWARK OFFICE: 1180 Raymond Blvd.: MArket 4-1331 
HACKENSACK OFFICE: 19 Banta Place: HUbbard 7-4300 


TITLE INSURANCE THROUGHOUT NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY, 
CONNECTICUT, MASSACHUSETTS, MAINE, VERMONT 4ND GEORGIA 
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Review of Supreme Court's Work 





The article that follows is the 
ninth in a series of ariicles brief- 
ly summarizing the opinions and 
work of the Supreme Court during 
its recent Term. The preceding 
articles reviewed the highlights 
and statistics of the Term, deci- 
sions on business regulation, labor 
relations, federal and state taxa- 
tion, jurisdiction and procedure, 
government personnel, property, 
and torts, and criminal law and 


procedure. Subsequent articles 
will deal with other fields of law. 


The Allegheny Corporation has 
won its long fight to be subject 
to regulation by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and to be 
exempt from control by the Secu- 
rity and Exchange Commission. 
By a 5-3 vote, the Supreme Court 
held that Alleghany had appear- 
ed properly before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and had 
its “carrier” status determined in 
a bona fide acquisition proceeding. 
Carrier Status 

The case was instituted by a 
group of small shareholders in 
Alleghany complaining about the 
issuance of a new type of prefer- 
red stock to old preferred stock- 
holders that would entitle them 
tually to exchange prefer- 
red stock for common. This new 
stock issue had been approved by 
the ICC following two earlier pro- 


even 








ceedings in which it had granted 
applications d by Alleghany 
and the New York Central for 


approval of mergers of subsidiaries 
in the New York Central System. 
It was in the first of these two 
ings that ICC declared 

y a “carrier” subject to 


proceea 





jurisdiction. 
parate holdings were 
essential to the Court’s approval 











of Alleghany’s carrier status: (1) 
that the merg of one railroad 
subsidiary into another constitutes 
n.* isition of control” of the 





company within Section 
the Inte ite Commerce 
that A lany’s failure 


to ) obtain 0 A sgiryresiie of its orig- 





(9) 


it s 


inal acquisitic f New York Cen- 
tral control did eel bar it from 
icipating the merger pro- 
ng: and (3) that minority 
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exclusive primary 


the 
which do not make rates can 
know with exactitude the f 


Alleghany stockholders objecting 
to the firm’s capital changes were 
entitled 
to a hearing in the merger pro- 


not “interested parties” 
ceeding. 

With respect to “acquisition of 
control”, the Court’s majority had 
this to say: 

“The crux of each inquiry to de- 


which go into the rate-making 
process. 
to undertake to fix the limits of 
the tariff’s application without 
knowledge of such factors, and the 
extent to which they are present 
or absent in the particular case, 
is tantamount to engaging in 
judicial guesswork.” 

However, the Court was careful 


to point out that it did not mean 
riff 












: ‘ to “imply matters of tariff 
termine whether there has pe€€n construction are never cognizable 
an ‘acquisition of control’ is the py the courts.” The opinion reads: 
nature of the change in relations adhere to the distinctions 


between the companies whose pro- 
proposed transaction is before the 
Commission for approval. Does 
the transaction accomplish a sig- 
nificant increase in the power of 
one over the other, for example, 
an increased voice in management 
or operation, or the ability to 
accomplish financial transactions 
or operational changes with great- 
er legal ease? ” 

“The principal issue * * * is not 
Alleghany’s remoteness from, 
closeness to, the proposed trans- 
action but rather the nature of the 
proposed transaction itself. The 
Big Four (Cleveland, Cincinnati, 
Chicago & St. Louis Ry Co.) whose 
stock was largely owned by Cen- 
tral, owned all the stock of the 
Jeffersonville (railroad). (By an 
agreement between the Big Four 


* 


or 


and the Central, this stock was 
held by the Central.) The ican 
posal was to merge the Jefferson- 


ville into the Big Four. While the 
immediate practical effects of the 


a rger on the operation of the 
ffersonville might be small, even 
nicearby a merger is the ultimate 


in one company obtaining control 





over another. So long as 
Jeffersonville existed as a separa 
company, there was always the 
possibility that the Big Four, 
through the Central, might sell 


itself of, 


or be forced to divest 
the Jeffersonville stock, and that 
the control of the Jeffersonville 
might thus pass to another rail- 
road. 
“The merger of the Jefferson- 
ville into the Big Four virtually 
ecludes any change in the rela- 





+ 


tion of 


to 


} ¥ . yall ly ~ 
he Jeffersonville lines 

















the Cent System. The Jeffer- 
sonville will be no more. In view 
of this it cannot re enemy be 
said that there has been no - 
crease in the power of the Big 
Four, the Central, and through 
its relation with them, Alleghan 
over the Jeffersonville.” 

Mr. Justice Douglas, with whom 
the Chief Justice and Mr. Justice 


view 
con- 
the 


ac- 


was of the 
“actual” 
before 
, no real “ 
was involv- 


Black concurred, 
that All any had 
trol of both subsidia 
, and therefore 
quisition” ng is 
ed. Alleghany had suggested that 
tl reasoning would create a 
“loophole” in the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, but the dissenters fe : 
majority had created ¢ 


that the 
“loophole” in the Investment aes. 


+h 


sii 





tan 
ries 





merger 


proceedi 








11S 


pany Act. ‘(Alleghany Corp. v. 
Breswick & Co., 25 LW 4251) 
Primary Jurisdiction 

ICC thority—this time ex- 


1ar 


clusive pete y jurisdiction—was 
applied in a railroad tariff pro- 
ceeding. A 6-1 majority of 
Court held that the issues of rail- 
road tariff construction and t 
reasonab of a tariff as ap- 


} =) 
ne 


he 
4it 


27) 


leness 


fo arg gre plied are, where the problem of 
MArket 3-3213-4 cost allocation is relevant and 
where therefore questions of con- 
struction and reasonableness are 
so intertwined that the same fac- 


determinative of both 
the Commission’s 
jurisdiction. 

at this conclusion, 
stated that “courts 
not 


11U 


are 
within 


tors 


issues, 


In arriving 
majority 


factors 
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laid down in Great Northern R. 
Co. v. Merchants Elevator Co. (259 
U.S. 285 which call for de- 
‘ision based in the particular 

f each case. Certainly there 

be no need to refer the 
matter of construction to the 
Commission if that body, in prior 
re es or - nions, Bas already 





trued the saat tet tariff at 

















ue cl “? th factors 

1 1g it. : peer in many 

instances, construi ng the tariff 

does not for examination of 

t underlying  cost-allocation 

wl went into the making of 
1e tariff in the first instance.” 

The Court was also called upon 

o decide whether the expirati se 
of the two-year limitation peri 

ced by Section 16(3) of e In- 

state Commerce Act bars ref- 

é to the ICC of questions 

raise y th earning States as a 

lefense to railz ads’ suits for ad- 

ditional euanibeain charges 

d thin the Commission’s pri- 

r sdiction. Dispositive of 

t was the Court’s conclu 

) n 16/3) does not 

I questions to 

1icident to judi- 

AUS. v. Western 


25 paeme 4023). 





issue 


wh raised th ed 


he export tariff or 





of the 
export 
un- 
vhethe the 
ictlion should 
the Inter- 
ssion. Ac- 
was anded 
court of ap- 


ke & Ohio 


‘ation 











to 
yommi 





2m 


rel 





DV he 
Chesapea 
10., 25 LW 4033) 














"ase 


was 






C passing 


N 


through 


orfolk, 











tariff required 
4 public wharfing- 


ct te the railroads 


f these ser- 

conform- 

¢ the rail- 
road the charges for 
such sé as part of the line- 
21ul Army’s insistence 





ts own pier facili 
7 shipments 

> same ex- 

ae 

ndling services, 
shippers for 





whom the r rovided those 
services - no additi onal charge. 

The government argued that it 
is cased more on its export 
shipments through the Norfolk 


Army Base than commercial shit 


And for the court here} 


identically with those shippers 
who for business reasons do not 
care to comply with the tariff re- 
quirements.” 
Also found 
government’s 
is not in the 
other shippers 
vate piers, having 
of the Norfolk piers to meet a 
national emergency. According to 
the Court, “the emergency cannot 
convert the government’s opera- 
tion its private pier into a 
lifferent from that of 
shippers. And, the fact 
govern- 
in the 
; imma- 


wanting was the 
contention that it 
same position as 
who control pri- 
taken control 


ol 




















se ustice Black, 

vith w ief Justice con- 
curred, see “no reason why 
the ra should be allowed 
to operate in a manner that ex- 
ts a transportation charge from 

1 shippers for benefits that some 
enjo _and others, although 

in exactly the same situation, 
cannot.” he government, they 





entitled to recover 











concluded, “‘is 

that portion of the ‘line-haul’ rate 
hich it is charged for services 

that it cannot use.” (U.S. v. ICC, 
5 LW 4057) 








Employers’ Liability Act 
Obviously troubled by the many 
versals of jury verdicts for Fed- 
1 Employers’ Liability Act plain- 


the Supreme Court last 








n laid down a s le rule for 
the eg lidance o a} ite courts. 
Und t FELA, m ajority 


a jury case 





» proofs justify 


‘lusion that 





played any 
sligh in pro- 
ing the inju death for 





” More- 











he Supreme 
uri Sup- 













eviaence, 


FELA 
ing 


aintift 


plai 
weeds 















of way é : 
trains for “hot inj 
ed when the ned ir 
his direct train 
causing him ne a cul- 
vert where he sl on loose 
gravel. (Rogers v. Missouri Paci- 
fie RE. Co., 25 LW 4113) 

The rule was simi applied 
in six other FELA cases, four of 
which were |_ disposed of by per 








orders, and also in a Jones 


(Webb v. Illinois Central 
” LW 4116; Arnold v. 

& Santa Fe Ry. Co., 
25 LW 4314: McBride v. Toledo 
Terminal R.R. Co., LW 3381; 
Ringhiser v. Chesapeake and Ohio 
Ry. Co., 25 LW 3365: Shaw v. At- 
lantic Coast Line R.R. Co., 25 LW 
32 Ferguson v. Moore-McCor- 


curlam 
Act case. 


R.R. vos 
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ee 


00; 





mack Lines, Inc., 25 LW 4118) 
he remaining FELA case de- 





cided by written opinion found 
the Supreme Court in agreement 








with the Sixth Circuit’s g 
ation that the evidence 
sufficient to warrant 
to a jury of an FELA D 
claim that his injuries 
ed by the railroad’: 
stopping a freight 
and without warnin 
v. Pennsylvania R.R Co. 
4117) 
Safety Appliance Acts 
The ICC’s failure for 
consider mainteng 
hicles subject to t 

















































































































ety Appliance Acts did 
a 5-4 ma jority of the Co) 
ruling that the r 
four-wheel motor 


was fastened by 
towing four-w! 


raAYYrVvin tr) < 
Lassi ysiin LUULDS, 


Congress did r 
to come within t 


The 
at sucl 
Acts’ exem 

cars.” Rejecting 
the Court stated: “W 
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th 
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pers are charged under erro 





tially similar circumstances. This 
argument was rejected by the 


Court. “It seems apparent that 
the circumstances of Army ship- 
ments are markedly different from 
those of private shippers that re- 
ceive wharfage and handling ser- 
vices. Moreover, it seems equally 
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zs attention. One of the 
zs in this field raised ques- 
. as to the ICC’s authority 
er Section 9(b) of the Admin- 
stive Procedure Act to extend 
aan “nd 180 days a water carrier’s 
M~prary authority granted un- 
section 311(a) of the Inter- 
mmerce Act, pending the 
ome “of the carrier’s applica- 
“s. Gil sor permanent authority. 
“Gl tion 311(a) of the Interstate 
a Se erce Act gives the Commis- 
- power to grant “temporary 
ty” to a common or con- 
i carrier by water to institute 
ce for which “there is an 
: sfiate and urgent need.” The 
on =o 5 far ther provides that the 
a sorary authority “shall be 
3 for such time as the Com- 
<on shall specify, but not for 
tha. Mee than an aggregate of one 
- -:f_goared and eighty days.” Sec- 
~" “BE. gb) of the Administrative 
jure Act provides that “in 
C in which the licensee 
in accordance with agency 
made timely and sufficient 
on for a renewal or a 
ise, no license with refer- 
any activity of a continu- 
ure shall expire until such 
“ication shall have been final- 
ned by the agency.” 
foting 6-3, the Court upheld 
ommission’s power to extend 
y authority beyond the 
period. The opinion reads: 


on 9(b) of the Adminis- 
tve Procedure Act is a direc- 
2 to the various agencies. By 
mp. terms there must be a license 
2 tht Banding; it must cover activi- 
fe of a continuing nature; there 
e been filed a timely and 
tient application to continue 
sting operation; and the 
for the new or ex- 
license must not have 
determined. 
of these conditions is 
the present case; and 
o reason why the provi- “ 
nof this * * * Act may not be 
ed to protect a person with 
aense from the damage he 
¢ suffer by being compelled 
inue a business of a 
nature; only to start 
after the administrative 
is concluded. That has 
Commission’s consistent 
ion of the law * * * and 
Bt it is the correct one. 
: un 9(b) of the Administra- 
= Procedure Act contains a 
ce * rule that supplements the 
is hority granted by Sec. 
he Interstate Commerce 
Initi y, the Commission 
0 ore than issue a tem- 
authority good for 180 
. But once the conditions of 
are satisfied, an exten- 
ie e interests of economy 
ucjiency is authorized.” 
antic Steamship Corp. 
¢ Coast Line R.R. Co., 25 
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other shipping case, th 
that testimony tend- 
; that a dredge handy- 
Ss employed almost solely 
edge, that his duty was 
] maintain the dredge 
anchorage and for future 
and that he would have 
Navigational duties 

¢ dredge was put in tran- 
tuted sufficient evidence 
a jury’s finding that 
ember of the dredge’s 
i to maintain a Jones 




























SOMEONE 
LOCATED? 


Act suit. The fact that the han- 


land was held by the Court to 
“Admiralty juris- 
diction and the coverage of the 
Jones Act depends only on a find- 
ing that the injured was an em-| 
ployee of the vessel, 
the course of his employment’ at, 
the time of injury.” (Senko v. La- 
crosse, 25 LW 4179). 


be immaterial. 


Newark 2, N. J. 
L Sept. 26, Oct. 3, 10, 17, 24 


Dated: September 19, 1957 | 
> OF JOHN WILLI PAM HICKS, de- 


Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 


JR., Surrogate of the County of 


this day made, on the application of | 
the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of | 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber! 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they | 
be forever barred from prosecuting or 
| recovering the same agai mst the subscriber 
; IN 


BERNARD 





NARD SALBIN, Attorney 
Park Place 





The remaining transportation 
case decided by written opinion 
raised issues involving the scope) 
of the Civil Aeronautics Board’s | 
subpoena power. In a short, per 


oy the unanimous consent of 
. deposited in my office that 

SACHS QUALITY STORES CORP. 
a a of this State, wnote principal 
ft is situated at N farket Street, 


_ the on of Newark, | ounae of Essex, 


| bei ing the agent there 
whom process 18) 
somplied with the require ts 
orporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
aan Boschi preliminary 


(CAB v. Her- 
mann, 25 LW 4300). 
Per Curiam Orders 

Five additional cases were dis- 
posed of by per curiam orders af- 
firming district court 





proceedings aforesaid 
in my said office as provided by law. 


Seeeeey ordinance requiring 
segregation of the races on intra- 
fiolate the Fourteenth 
(Gayle v. Browder; | 


STATE OF NEW JERS@Y 
DBPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
i to whom these presents 

Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
Court decided that the court of| ; 
appeals should not have reversed 
a district court order enforcing a 
CAB subpoena calling for docu- 
ments relevant to issues in a CAB 
proceeding against irregular air 
carriers, and containing appropri- 
ate provisions for assuring a mini- 


the voluntary dissolution thereo! 
all the stock- 








ey Ely J Frankel, 
charge thereof, 
served), har 
of Title 14 


New 








to the issuing 


tion 





Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
erti fy that the said corm oration did, on the 
l rd 


day of S¢ 1957, file in 


ottie ea dul y exec uted end attested consent 
ing to the dissolut f 


ti said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 





“which said consent and the record | 0 
are now on file 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREUOF, ] 
have hereto set my i and af 
fixed my official sea at Trenton 
this Twenty-third y September 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-seven. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN 

Pigg CG | of State 


26, Oct $21.60 











Browder, 25 LW 3145); 
that frozen fruits and vegetables 
“manufactured products” 

“agricultural commodi- 
e of which is exempt 
Section 203(b) (6) 
Interstate Commerce Act from the 


quirement (ICC v. Home Transfer 
& Storage Co., Inc., 25 LW 3136); 
that an ICC order directing in- 
reases in Ohio intrastate railroad 
freight rates theretofore volun- 
ar rily reduced to meet truck com- 


‘eflone, process 


yrporations, Genera 


5 State of the State of Ne 
Peds Dai that the reduc- ‘that the said 
constituted an undue 
preference to intrastate shippers 
discriminated against 





a duly exe 


iting to the dissoutior 











Micon conv Co. v. 
that an ICC order 
permitting a 15 percent increase 
rriers’ refrigeration ser- 


A.D., 


evidence ‘that the carriers were 


STATE OF NEW JI — 
DEPARTMENT OF ATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears t 
authenticated reco 


my satisfaction, 
f the proceed- 
the voluntary dissolution thereof 






inanimous consent of all the etock- 


deposited in my ffice peat 
THE FRAN 


a corporation of this Stat who se principal 
fice is situated at Ne ] 8 ant 


Ave 


f 





Sore tanley Gruer 

harge thereof. 
served), has 
ts of Title 14, 
tevised Statutes 
Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
Certificate of Di 
THEREFORE, 










with the req 


} 
rd day 


executed by 
= 








TESTIMOS ? 
nave hereto set .f 
fixed my 





and fifty-seven 
EDWARD J 

Secretary of | 
it. 26. Oct $21.60 








sustaining deficits as a result of 
he inadequacy of existing charges 
(Florida Citrus Comm. U. S. 
and that the ICC 
has authority to granta brokerage by duly auth 
cuuunes from 
ICC-certificated motor carriers, 
provided the passengers travel on 
same trip for pleasure, each 
gp recites that the 
“individually and col- 
of the passengers, 

contracts with the 
the passengers’ 


‘orperations, General 


f the State of N 
that the said corr 





ith : I 

; a < duly executed nd attested consent 
the carrier for the sale ing a, the dissolution of sald cor- 
(National Bus 


U.S., 25 LW 3254) 





proceed 





Announcement 


Harold A. Sherman is now as- 
with the firm of Man- 
and Desmond, 


. t 26, Oct 


STATE OF NEW 
DEPAKTMENT 








CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


Greeting 








to whom these presenta may eome, 
WHEREAS, It ap pears to my satisfaction, 
ntic rd of the proceed- 

the n thereof 
nabimous fa the stock- 


_ deposited 


-A-KING 


PROD 


a corporati on of this Stat whose principal 


situated at N 72 Gray Street 
‘ity of Patersor t Eaaaaie, 
New Jersey (f 4 SF .5 


bei ng the agent therein and in char ge , therect, 
whom process may be served), 





with the require aments of Title 14, 
Revised Statutes 
Jersey, prel iminary to the issuing 
Certificate of Dissolution 
THEREFORE the Secretary of 
J , Do Hereby 
did, on the 


day of Septen 57, file in my 







#xecuted by all tke stockholders 


which said consent and the record 


gs aforesaid are now on file 
« ea rovided by 

IN TESTIMON} 'WHERBOF, I 
have hereto set o hand and af- 
fixed my officia sea at Trenton, 


aber. 








A.D., one thousan ne h indred 
and fifty-seve 


EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 








Perth Amboy, 
general. Practice of law. 


















aaa OF NEW JERSEY 
DEP ARTME NT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF XISSOLUTION 

to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting 

WHEREAS, Tt apt are t 


isfaction 
» proceed 








thereof 
stock 
, ae N¢ 
whose principa 
2 beth Ave- 
y of Union, 
of New Je Zolzer be- 
agent the and in rge thereof 





whom process may be served), has 


_with the requirements of Title 14 





Geners > Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 
ate of issolution 





tific 
po Ad A Secretary of 





State of the State of Ne Do Hereby 
t fy that the said did, on core 
nty- ird day of Sept r 957, file in 

tex ynsent 
of said cor 


stockholders 

and the record 

i are now on file 
ed by law 


WHEREOF, } 





as 
IN TESTIMOS 5 





have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my officia sea at ‘Trenton 
this Twer r 3 f September 
A.D., one isand nine goer nt 
and fifty-seven 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
srg Co of State 

Sept. 26 y 1 $21.60 





Dated: September 18, 1957 
OF WILLIAM J. STINSON, de- 


Pursuant to -the order of ADRIAN M. 


JR., Surrogate of the Oounty of 


Essex, this day made, on the application of 
| the undersigned, Administrator of said deceas- 
ed, notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased.tg exhibit to the subscribers 
inder oath or a ation, their claims and 
jJemands against the estate ef said deceased, 
vithin six months from this date, or the) 
be forever barred from prosecuting or 
| cecovering the same against the subscriber. 


EDWARD A. STINSON 


THOMAS E. DURKIN, Attorney 
Branford Place 

| Newark 2, N. J. 

| Sept. 26, Oct. 3, 10, 17, 24 





may come | 







State of the State of 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ts _ whom these presents may cume, 


tin 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 


the voluntary dissolution thereof 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
. deposited in my office that 


TILLIE HOLDING CO. 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 


situated at No. 972 Broad Street, 


City of Newark, County of Essex, 


New Jersey (Robert Inlander, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
whom process may be served), ha» 


with the requirements of Title 14, 


rations, General, of Kevised Statutes 


Jers preliminary to the issuing 





nl 


Certificate of Dissolution. 

PR4,! THEREFORE, |, the Secretary of 

tate of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Oortity that the said corporation did, on the 
Twentieth day of September, 1957, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
executed by all the stockholders | 
. which said consent and the recoro | 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 

IN 


TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 


have hereto set my hand and af- | 


fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twentieth day of September, 


A.D... one thousand nine nundreu 
and fifty-seven. 


EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of — 


Sept. 26, Oct. 3, $21.60 


STATE OF NEW shat 


DEVARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOL TION 
to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
y duly authenticated record of the proceed 


the voluntary dissolution thereof 


unanimous consent of all the stock 


deposited in my office that 


KINGSLAND REALTY COMPANY | 
ion of this State, whose | 


tuated at No pe Kingsland Road 
of Nutley, sunty of Essex, 
Jersey (Sahag Avedisian, be- 


e agent therein and in charge thereof, 
_ whom process may be served), has 


with the require ments of Title 14, 


orporations General, of Revised Statutes 
Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | 
Certificate of Dissolution ; 








tr cargo 1957, file in 
execute: and attested con- 
0 the dissol ution of said cor- 
ted by all the stockholders 





which said consent and the record 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
said office as provided by law 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF., 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twentieth day of September, 


A.D., one thousand nine hundred 


“n. 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN, 


Secretary of State. 


26, Oct. 3, 10 $21.60 





® this day made, on the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 





rk 2, N.J 


Dated: September 19, 1957 


OF DAVID SOSCHIN, deceas 


lant to the order of ADRIAN M. 


JR., Surrogate of the County of 
application of 






hereby given to the creditors of 


deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 


h or affirmation, their claims and 
rainst the estate of said deceased, 
months fre m this date, or they 
forever barre from prosecuting or 


covering the same pew the subscriber. 


PAVID L. SCHWARTZ 
.. SCHWARTZ, Attorne; 





.L WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 
EASE TAKE NOTICE, that a resolution 







by the Trustees of 
the 





nefit 
dissolved, 
corporation 
Clu “ells 
on Saturday, 
the hour 
for the pur- 


resolution. 


olomew, Jr., 
President 





and he hereby is 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of 3 — stock- 
holders, deposited in my office 

WILGEO REALTY & CONSTRUCTION 

co., INC. 

a corporation of his State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Abraham H. Carchman, 
being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
bas complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation <. on the 
Twentieth day of September, 195 file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by haw. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Twentieth day of September, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundred 
and fifty-seven. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Sept. 26, Oct. 3, 10 $21.60 





ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
Docket No 
Civil Action 
JUDGMENT. 
IN THE MATTER ) 
OF THE APPLICATION 
OF RICHARD LEON, to ) 
assume the name of 
RICHARD LEON ) 
CALLAGHAN. 


) 
Richard Leon having, on the 18th day of 
September, 1957, made application to this 
‘ourt by a duly verified complaint for a 
igment La rmitting him to assume another 
. Richard Leon Callaghan, and 
the Court that he has com- 
provisions of the 
provi 












appearing that 


ipplication has bee n publis ed once a week 
r four successive weeks in the 
4 r a newspaper circulat 






yssex, State of New 
irt being satisfied that 
grounds for the prop 
the said Richard Leor 

. . 








t n tl of Se 
ADJI DG p D that the said Ri 
t authorized 






















THE RE FOR E, I, the Secretary of | me 
ew Jersey. Do Hereby | Jou 
y that the 8a i corporation did, on the 








L.J.—Sept. 26 $10.80 





STATE OF NEW. 
DEPARTMENT OF ST 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 





Secretary of 
, Do Hereby 
, oD the 
7 h.e in 
consent 
said cor- 
stockholders 
the record 
are now on file 





y law 

WHEREOF, I! 

ave havete my hand and af- 
fixed m) . at Trenton. 





even 
J. PATTEN 





Sept. 26, Oct. 3, 10 


STATE OF NEW or 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presenta may come, 


ng : 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


the voluntary dissolution thereof 


unanimous consent of all the stock- 


deposited in my office that 
B. & H. CORP. 


a corporation of this State. whose principal 
office i ad 


situat ed at No. 744 Br Street, 
‘ity of Ne rk, County of Essex, 
New Jersey (Donald B. Jones, 








the agent therein and in charge 
, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 


Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 


Certificate of Dissolution. 


THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Mode fy that the said corporation did, on the 


day of September, 195 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
hteenth day of September, 
A. D., one thousand nine hundred 
fifty- “seven. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 





n 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
ee On OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to gh oe these presenta may come, 

(rreetina 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 

duly authenticat ed record of the , 
voluntary i 










Str 
ey t Esse 

Ww Wolfe, 

in charge thereof 
be served), has 
rements of Title 14 
Revised Statutes 
to the issuing 


ee 


x 








Secretary of 
Hereby 
on the 
file in 
tion said cor- 
the st anata 
and the record 
id @re now on file 
ed by law. 

I} WHERBEOF, I 
hare hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
+} of September, 





(Seal) A.D., one = usand 


hundred 
and att: y-se . 
EDWARD } “PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
LJ Sept. 26, Oct. 3, 10 £21.60 
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TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
apply to the Essex County Court, Court 
Hy . “y New Jersey on October 23, 
’ ra judgment to assume 
the names of Samuel ——— Shirley Win- 
ston and Robert Wi 

SAMUEL WEINSTEIN, 
SHIRLEY WEINSTEIN, 
ROBERT W. WEINSTEIN 








Fi n, Attorney 
11 ingtield Avenue 
Newark, New Jersey. | 
J.—Sept. 26, Oct. 3, 10, 17 $9.45 








SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) C-205 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY, 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY 
Docket Ne F 50-56 


























Ss wi * 
EXEC UTION For Sale of Mortgaged Prem- 








By virtue of the abov stated writ of 
EXBKECUTION, to me directed, I shall expose 
for Sale by VPublie sndue, in Room B-16 
at the COURT HOUSE, in Newark, on Tues- 

! ot October, 
Time), all 
land and 

y leseribed 
the City of 
Jers 
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STATE OF NEW JE 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF heciasipedagatton N 
resents may come 








to my satisfaction 
f the proceed- 
ution thereof 


the stock- 


COMP ANY 














a pore this State whose ae 
flice is s ited at N 159 Ceda 
Stat New Jersey Mic! Na} 
t t nd in ¢ ~harge thereof, 












be served), has 
ments of Title 14, 
Revised Statutes 
to the issulog 
ficate ution 
THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
t i ~ jid. on the 





in my 


sted consent 





WHE *REOF 
hand and af 






































































































sw JERSEY 

OF STATE 
SOLUTION 
presente may come, 





to my satisfaction, 
f the proceed- 
thereof 











{ attested con- 
tion of said cor- 
stockholders 
and the record 





f the _ — on file 
WHEREOF T 
my hand and af- 
seal, at Trenton, 
s Sevent iy f S$ 
Ses 4.T nine 








F NEW JERSEY 
RTMENT OF STATE 

ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
these presents may come, 





appears to my satisfaction, 

cated record of the proceed- 
r dissolution thereof 

all the stock- 

n)} ce that 

ALTY CORPORATION 

ate. whose principal 










ff ss i 625 Main Avenue, 
t I County of 

S New Nathar r 

being tt gent in charge the reof, 
ror y be served). hae 
t w t rements of Title 14 

Corporations, ¢ of Revised Statutes 








inary to the issuing 

Dissolution 

mr. I, the Secretary of 

~f New Jersey, Do Hereby 
T on the 

’ 1! file in my 

nd attested consent 
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r es tion of said cor- 
poratior TA ? the stockholders 
theres’, which wid consent and the record 
ie, oan aid are now on file 
D my said off as provided by law 


TES STIMONY WHEREOF, 1 





“ve t my band and af- 





al seal at ‘Trenton 
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Between Jaydee Realty Mortgage Corp., 
a corporation of the State of New Jersey, 
Pls fr, and Asberry Lewis and Alice} 
Lewi ! i et als., Defendants. 





| 
TAKE NOTICE, that the undersignefl wlil STATE OF NEW JERSEY NOTICE 
| 





|apply to the Middlesex County Court on} DEPARTMENT OF STATE TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

| November 1, 1957 at ten o'clock in the CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION "LEASE TAKE NOTICE that on October 
| forenoon at the Court House in New Bruns-| To all to whom these presente may come, at a 30 in the forenoon, or as 
wick, New Jersey, for a judgment authoriz- Greeting: f as counsel can be heard, 


ing us, BENNIE RABINOWITZ, also known WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, ly to the Union County Court, 
as BEN RABINOWITZ, SYLVIA RABINO-| by duly authenticated record of the proceed- Court House, Elizabeth, N. J. 
WITZ, BEN RABINOWITZ, as Natural! ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | for a judgment authorizirz the undersigned 
Guardian of DAVID CHARLES BABINO-| by the unanimous consent of all the etock-/to assume the name of Edward Stanley Faye, 





















































WITZ, infant, ROBERT JAY RABINOWITZ, | holders, deposited in my office that Dian Faye Faye and Mary Faye. 
j f and ELAYNE JOYCE RABINOWITZ MOUNTAIN RIDGE ACRES, INC. Edw ard Stanley Faszezewski 
| and ISADORE RABINOWITZ, NAT re a corporation of this State, whose principal Ir ‘di vidually, and as natural 
LIE RAB INOWITZ, and ISADORE yo ft s situated at No 30 Mountain Avenue, guardian of Dian Faszezewski, 
| WITZ, as Naturd ian of ELLEN SUE Nort h Caldwell, County of fant yuthia Fas 
| RABINOWIT and JODY MARK New Jersey (Roger Boulogne Faszczew 
| RABINOWITZ, infant, to assume the names | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
of ipon whom process may be served), has 
| BEN ROBERTS, SYLVIA ROBERTS, omplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
| DAVID CHARLES ROBERTS Corporat Revised Statutes 
ROBERT JAY ROBERTS of New to the issuing 
ELAYNE JOYCE ROBE Ss f this ificate of Dissolution. 
IRVING ROBERTS, NATALIE ROBERTS NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | 1 : 1 ct. 3 $15.75 
ELLEN SUE ROBERTS and State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby : a AS 
JODY gt ROBERTS Cert ih that the said corporation did, on the ~ 
FARER & KRUEGER i th d f September, 1957, file in SEPARTME an 2 eTete 
torneys for Plaintiffs dul ecuter t J AR OF STATE | 
M143 East Jerecy Stt ng a duly a ai coon “ery go CERTIFICATE OF DISSOTUTION 
Elizabeth 4, N. J. n, executed by al! the stockholders whom these presents may come 
Ld Sept. 26, Oct. 3, 10, 17 $20.79 which said {consent and the record _ It appears to my satisfaction. 
F —- » proceedings aforesaid are now on file ienticated record of the proceed- 
STATE OF NEW JERSE y said office as provided by law. intary dissolution thereof 
DEPARTMENT OF STATI IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 i consent of all the stock- 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLT TION have hereto set my hand and atf- | holders deposited my office that 
Tv ail to whom these presents may come, tixed of seal, at Trenton GRANI HOMES 
Greeting this Thirtee 1 day September, | a rporation of whose ——_ 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, Seal) A.D., one thousand nine ‘hundred ffice is situated Commerce St 
authenticated record of the proceed and fifty-seven in the City County of Ex 
the voluntary dissolution thereof EDWARD J PATTEN, State (Julius Stein, 
animous consent of all the stock- Secretary of State. 1e and in charge 
L in my office that J Sept », 26, Oct. 3 $21.60 of, uy angen may be served), 
DE-LUXE RECORD CO : iii ici i w ements of Title 
. tions neral, of Revised Statutes 
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NOW, THERE i: Secretary of | 2° rr CORE 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby sa i * ee rovideld by law 
t ’ orporation of ; wh rs ri cl pa! WHoOEREOR 
( y that the said corporat ion did, on the ake oe ( ene - we ” WHEREOF, 2 
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Newark, ¢ NEW of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
an ENT OF NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
: OF DISSOLUTION | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
. ese presenta may come, | Certify that the said c poration did, on the 
t Six day Septem 1957, > in my 
satisfaction, ed “and att ested consent 
- the proceed- dissolution of said cor- 
1). ition thereof by all the stockholders 
i 1 the stock- consent and the record 
Es le le ed in m that ——- aforesaid are now on file 
COMPANY DONALD M. SMITH ASSOCIATE in my sa ) as provided by law. 
Trus reated ! poration of t stat TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} 
f hereto set my hand and af- 
r. Ga my official seal, at Trenton 
1 f September, A.D., 
d char ge thereof, | (Seal) nine hundred and 
UM served), has 
ea of Title 14, EDW RD J. PATTEN, 
cia ( Statutes Sec Bleel of State. 
12. 19. 26. Oct. 3 $22.68 the issuing | L.J.—Sept. 12 26 $21.60 
on 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY Secretary of cei ae 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE Sta rsey, Do Hereby STATE est OF atone 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ext ‘orporation did, on ~ CE ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
3 whom tzrese presents may come moer, i00%, Ble Biro all nas thaca graneate may come 
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ppears to my satisfaction dissolution of said cor- tisfaction 
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itary dissolution thereof and the record /ings for dissolution thereof 
consent of all the stock t =e file | by the animous the stock- 
in my office that e as provided _by law . ho ake ie sited 1 mV that 
BUILDI NG CORP. TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I ALITY SKEIN- DYEING CO., I 
his State, whose pincipal ‘ ott my hand and af-| a corpor n of this te. whose prince 
119 Watchung Avenue ficial seal, at Trenton, | offi ond 
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Pursuant to the order of AD 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the Blas 


Essex, 


the undersigned, Executors of eg 


notice 


the 
said deceased, to exhibit to the ¢ 
under oath or affirmation, their Claims 
demands against the estate of saiq 4 
| within six months from this date 
will be forever barred from proseeny, 
recovering the same against the subserit. 


le TATE OF JULIA CARR, de 
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Dated: Se; btember E 












souay 
Dlication 


CTed tory 


this day made, on the ap 









is hereby given to 


or + 


JAMES CARR 
JAMES CARR 4 
F. HINRICHSEN, Atto 
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1180 Raymond Boulevard 

Newark 2, N. J “ 
L.J.—Sept. 12 19, 26, Oct 3, 10 7 
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8 kag r — are now on file hat 
id ~ vided by law P 
IN TEST! IMONY WHEREOF, : 2 ; 1 
aoe ae oe opted , band Tr ag ues 7 Feene ae t S 
ember, A.D., | the Cit eT aaa eee 
hundred and ein herei in charge thereof, and fifty-s be fifty-seven. 
u served), has EDWARD J EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Title 14. Secretaru of Secretary of State 
4 Statu L.J.—Sept. 12. 19, : I Sept > 19. 26 4 
$21.60 Ss meee J 2. 19, 2 
> OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
N E OF NEW SRSE om EW JE F 
D TATE TMENT OF STATE Te aes = DEPARTMI POF OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF 8ST 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Ae g mresd ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISS ; 
I whom these presents may come, a oe to whom these presents may come,|To all to whom these presents m0 
‘ sted quaint tistacti WHEREAS s 
ppears to satisfactio este 0 appears to my satisfaction, SAS, It appears to my 
ates pete! _ rcs of sald cor- J ecord of the proceed-/ by duly authenticated record f a 
; dissolution thereof stockholders i dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary ne ee 
sent of the stock- the record re ‘ the stock-| by the unanimous consent of 8) * 
in my o at nt reed a < ots office that re jars. demosited in mv \ 
HOMES, INC. fice TLANTIC TRANSPOR TATION COMPANY HE RFU bes MAC HINE 
corporation of this State, whose principal T "WHEREOF, J porati¢ h e ose principal f 
: rena co i Stre a hand and af- Main Avenue, d acer 
ty of fixed al Fee ¥ of Passaic, P 
Le | (Sos = art ave an 7 Krueger, Je 
ein he harge 7 Atty ge thereof, - 
f on whom process may be served), “ii ts of Tl has 
is the requirements of Title septic of Title 14 t : 
General, of the Revised |, , a) aaa ri — : 291 40 Statutes | 14. Corporations, 
y, preliminary to the Sel 2. 19, of 21.60 the issuing | of New Jersey, 
of Dissolution. n. of this Certificate of lu 
he Secretary of Dated: August 19, 1957 rretary of NOW. THEREFORE. I 
Do Hereby | ESTAT! PENNINO, deceas- Do Hereby | State ot the State of New 
ration did, on the id, an the! Cortt*y that the sald : 8 
August, 1957, file in 2r of ADRIAN YM. e ini f Z 
ed and attested consent the tot of consent ft 
ir riting t ition of said cor- if 1 cor- | in 
poration, executed by all the stockholders olders 
thereof, consent and the record record 4 
yf the proceedings aforesaid are now on file hibit h ; on file| uf the Beene Hy aforesa 
in my said offi provided by law. on, their claims and 1 mM} iid of as provided by law. in my _ = as provided 5) oof 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I e estate of said decemsed, IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I i ESTIMONY 
have hereto set my hand and af- six months from this date, or they have hereto set my hand and ef- tl ‘aa set ] 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, forever barred from prosecuting or fixed my official seal, at Trenton, fixed my officia te i 
this Twenty-seventh day of August, rec ing the same against the subscriber. this Sixt September, A.D this Fourth « ben 
(Seal) * D., one jason nine hundred NANCY PENNINO (Seal) r thous e hundred and| (Seal) one thous nine 5 
nd fifty-seven. I i 3, Attorney t fifty-seven. . a 
EDW ARD J_ J. PATTEN, renue EDW ARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. Secretaru of State | Secretary of state " _* 
; 12, 19, 26 L.J.—Sept. 12. 19, 26 $21.60 1..J.-Sept. 12. 19, 26 





L.J.—Sept. 12, 19, 26 $21.60 
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Dated: September 10, 1957 ESSEX COUNTY COURT STATE OF NEW JERSEY SHERIFF’S SALE Dated: September 11, 1957 
DOMENICK CIRICILLO, de- LAW DIVISION } DEPARTMENT OF STATE SUPERIOR (CHAN) C-192 ESTATE OF PATRICK FINNEGAN, deceas- 
NOTICE } CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY er i ‘ 
the order of ADRIAN M.|1N THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION To ali to whom these presents may come,| CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX OOUNTY Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
Surrogate of t f| OF SHARON VAN OOSTENDORP, Greeting } Dovket No. F 1968-56 FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
made, on the BY HER NATURAL GUARDIAN, WHEREAS, It appears t y satisfaction, Between Newark Federal Savings and| Essex, this day made, on the application of 
Executor of GERTRUDE VAN OOSTENDORP, by duly authenticated record of the proceed-| Loan Association, a Savings and Loan|the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
y given to to assume the name of ings for the volunt jissolution thereof | Association, etc., Plaintiff, and Walter H.| notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
» exhibit SHARON OSMONDE, by the unanimous consent of all the stock-| Harrington and Helen J. Harrington, his| said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
affirmation, :| holders, deposited in m ffice that | wife, Defendamts. Execution, For Sale of | under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
st the estate ¢ TAKE NOTICE, that the undersigned, will CONTINENTAL WINE AND LIQUORS, Mortgaged Premises demands against the estate of said deceased, 
from this apply to the Essex County Court, Court IN¢ | sy virtue of the above stated writ of} within six months from this date, or they 
barred from House, Newark, New Jersey, on the 2nd/a corporation of this State, whose principal | Execution, to me directed, I shall expose| will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
gt : t subs jay of October, 1957, at 2 p.m., for judg- ‘ ated No. 513 Fr n Avenue,|for Sale by Public Vendue, in Room B-16,| recovering the same against the subscriber. 
NICHOLAS “ASTELLANO assume the name of Sharon Osmonde. nO tley Essex,|at the COURT HOUSE, in Newark, on ROBERT S. GREENBAUM 
y r>& ONLON, Attorneys GERTR C DE VAN nd aw Jersey (S I i Tuesday, the first day, of October, next, at| ROBERT S. GR EENBAUM, Attorney 
‘mad street Martine Cund & Sorian he agent therei and in 1:30 P.M. (Prevailing Time), all the follow- | 60 Park Place 
«x 2, N.d. 166 Bloomfield Reeen thereof, upon whom be ing tract or parcel of land and premises| Newark 2, N. J. . 
aot 19, 26, Oct. 3, 10, 37 Newark 4 ew Jersey has complied with i ents |hereinafter particularly described, situate, | l.J Sept. 19, 26, Oct. 3, 10, 1% 
ee L.J Sept. 5, 12, 19, 26 $14.49 | 14, Corporations, Gene f Revised Statutes/lyin gand being in the City of Newark, a Dated: September 11 
rated _ ds of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing| Essex County, New Jersey: . Se aa eer ie RPS ai 
$ Dated: Se mber 16, 1957 | of this Certiti cate of Diss D BEGINNING in the westerly line of North | iE a A" TE banger egy Tae eee ae 
: STA OF MARGARET I. RIDDLE, de- NOW, THEREFOR} Secretary of | 2nd Str at a point distant 147.02 feet | Pursuant to the order of AUMIAN 4». 
a A vA A C . FOLEY, JR Surrogate of the County of 
= Ss State of Nev Do Hereby | northerly from the northwesterly corner of , : thin: aan ‘ rr = the application of 
A 4 dee of. ADRES the said corp did, on the| No. 2ud Street and Sussex Avenue; thenee | (SSX; [nis «iy ie or of aid deccumed 
sig Ik . f the County of f Ss 57, file in} (1) along the westerly line of No. 2nd|‘"". Rodeme lait ste the enadiianat ad 
‘ : ; sor P i attested consent | Street north 35 degrees 26 minutes east | MOtice is hereby given to the ae eer 
application aaa ~ said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
“ ie said de- s y said cor-| 18.56 feet; thence (2) north 54 degrees|”™* } aGiruiatio their claims and 
reditor. a stockholders | 34 minutes w 95 feet: thence (8) south | UBGCr OGth OF SiErmR CO eee a danas 
pared s he ord |35 degrees 26 minutes’ west 18.56 feet; | demands against the estate of said deceased, 
z subscriber the recor = , ‘ within six months from this date, or they 
se pris x r claims and ¢ »w on file thence (4) south 54 degrees 34 minutes . gir ee red frot wecuting o 
a a * . > . ( ? 9 will be forever barred from pré iting r 
. g s#id deceased si HA: east 95 feet to the westerly line of No. 2nd) oo oring the same against the subscriber. 
g oh a aes WHEREOF, I} Street and the point and place of Beginning. — STEPHEN "AR VAY 
id secuting oF hand and af seing known and designated as #116 u AR BER & FREI SVAN. Attorneys 
Q “ aihavihar rl 5 at T No. 2nd Street, Newark, N. J. Re . Stre hepa AT? " 
= T vores S According to survey made by Lehlbach i See 
J SCOT! Se Brother Surveyors lated December 22, | ti nion City, N. J 
” » 26. Oct. 3, 10, 17 Ss c Le 8 eee Sun eeaeey eee oe <“+ | 1.J.—Sept. 19, 26, Oct 10, 17 
— aaa = rf j EN the same premises conveyed to d September 6 1957 
Dated: Septem 3, 1957 me om a a 17 re rrington and Helen J. Har- = % a a ‘gilli 
MORRIS A. TUCKER, deceas : aoa Sue eat’ Seeds L.J Sept. 19, 26, O 60 ” by deed of Thomas G.| ESTATE OF F ANNY ‘k ICE, deceased. _ * 
7 — — : vcsi hie wife, dated| Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN ¥. 
j : order ADRIAN M eae Th JE RSEY and recorded February 6, | OLEY, JR , Surrogate of the County vf 
> ice i OF STATE STATE OF NEW JERSEY aati Deeds for Essex | Essex, this day made, on the apptication -f 
, CE ICATE OF DISSOLUTION DEPARTME) STATE Ee cet Mane eager ee ow | the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
I whom these presents may come, CERTIFICATE OF ISSOLUTION of the plaintiff recites that | 20tice Is hereby given to the creditors vf 
sie (o all to whom these sents may come, Money y Mortgage. . = said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
ages: amount of the Judgment inder oath or atfirmation, their claims and 
rong 1y sfaction, said sale is the sum of | J¢mands against the estate of said deceased, 
: f proceed- re -eiee Dollars and Forty- | Within six months from this date, or they 
- saa 1 thereof 56.49) together with the | Will b forever barred from prosecuting or 
. ” vc ges a stock- ow eer aise es aks e ring the same against the subscriber. 
= : ee ee that SP sunk ie “Livke Mauna See 4060 GEORGE D. MULLIGAN 
101 TUCKER ” NEIL G. DUFFY, Sheriff. oF ee ee re 
Attorney pay gic pal | Samuel Dreskin, Attorney er Se week ae ve a 
R Stre L.J.—Sept. 5, 12, 19, 26 $42.84 | L-J.—Sept. 12, 19, 26, Oct. 3, 10 
j S Esse 5 i : 2 Dated: August 
- 4 ’ eing » thereof ——— . S a ee sar , “i 
26, O 20) 37 aa eae eae Se ESTATE OF JAMES GAYNOR, « ceased. 
4 isi. ES —___—_——. aenek Title 14 pela A b en _ Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
- np , 2. as STATE OF NEW JERSEY FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
7 = Stacntes of Titi le 14, DEPARTMENT OF STATE Essex, this day made, on the application of 
f he issuing | vised Statutes CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
: YW tha Radeoture. Oe ° ak : at the issuing | 7, ait to whom these presents may come, notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
f at f th New Jersey, Do Hereby NOW. 7 HE R E FORE the Secretary of Gree ting ; sald _ deceased, to exhibit y ae _Subs¢ _— 
, ( that corporation did, on the State at the Siaises : rsey, Do Hereby WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | under oath or affirmation, their claims - 
+ i t . 957. file in ify that the rporation did. on the | 29 duly authenticated record of the proceed- | demands against the estate of said deceased, 
; aa ea cpa "attested consent I SSeS : > file in my | 2s8 for the voluntary dissolution thereof | within six months from | this date, or they 
T riting t jissolution of said cor- ody r attested consent | PY, the unanimous consent of all the etock- | will ne loveres“Warree, tm pkgpior na. bf 
eas 0 x a the stockholders i f said cor- lders, deposited in my office that recovering os an subscriber. 
x r of, wh t and the record e stockholders MERCHANTS CALENDER & HKEI EMERY & DANZIG 3 Attorneys 
t ting oF) of t ef aforesaid are now on file and the record SPECIALTIES,, INC Neste oe aa a i 
m | g me against the subs r n my said offi as provi ded by law are now on file < tion of is S yhose cipal | Newark 2 
T Is ROTBERG in ¥ E STI MONY WHEREOF, I ed off aed Pg 100 Nort h Woes’ pm : ipl me ot. 5. 12, 19 Oct. 3 
a STTE FOGEL ave hereto set my hand and af- WHE REO, I} nur City of Linden, County of Union, | —— . at a = 
r GEL, Attorney xed my official seal, at Trenton, nd af-|State of New Jersey (Louis Foxman,|,,, (ERTIFICATE OF DECREASE OF 
Street s Eleventh day of September ses . weaned ii anita Alice > p } '|}CAPITAL STOCK AND AMENDMENT OF 
ea “a » | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, |‘ CERTIFICATE OF INCORPORATION 
¥ peste " . 3 ; yusand nine hundred _wel ipon whom process may be served), has | ta ~ OF : ’ re 
STATE _ OF )F NEW JERSE Y Secretary of State. EDWARD J N Now Jerses vreliminary to the iseuing The present location « e ipal office 
97 . OF STATE Sept. 19, 26, Oct. 3 $21.60 Secretary of State c rt ey. pre Dissolution in ths is #744 t, in the 
: ATE OF FILING UF CONSENT CAG, oot L.J.—Sept. 19. 2 $21.60 THER ER oot tha Geese of | y of Newark, Coun 
i0LDERS TO DISSOLUTION Io ee Ae Seg LTO Aes ie “2 THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary ®| The name of the t therein 
, nom these presents may come, STATE OF NEW JERSEY = a the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby] | i, charge thereof rocesil 
ros ce DEPARTMENT OF STATE SHERIF} that the said corporation did, on the |‘ : ci eReorsahir eB sae 
appears to my ieterine ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION SUPEE ms . _ f September, 1957, file in my ee I 1, 
- al ticated record of he pro T all to whom these presents may come, SUPERIOR uted and attested consent SOLUTION OF 
4 ‘ r etary dissolution thereof ireeting CHANCE RY D , 4 the dissolution of said cor- Ss peer gi Matos 
OF tg ered im mi ® that the WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, COL NTY esaeen ; ited by all the stockholders ard a aN 
rog.c i MASON ¢ CONTR ACTORS, py y authenticated record the proceed- : ae as: ge said consent and the record tt voy 
t at f this State, whose ngs for t voluntary dissolution thereof 4 ; proceedings aforesaid are now on file A aE ets 
G : 85 Morr y mous consent of a the etock- = said office as provided by law. Se 
Z a3 oy rs office that 5 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I1/|“” : 
N (I lond ] ATES, IN¢ ave hereto set my hand and af-| 
- th nt ‘in and in charge a corpora i >, whose nano ee : = fixed my official ao at Trenton, 
pon whom process may be served ff No. 99 Ha n Street ney C01 enti f September, co we 
I ¢ h the requirements of Title t ( rs County - Seal) A.D., one “thou sand nine hundred |‘ 2 
gf ce coe ene poker: State of Ne rancis R iell and fifty-seven. : 
eS Bi Tas teen. pry Zz charge thereof, EDWARD J. PATTEN ss 
. Edward J. oD served), has Secretary of State. Pe 
; State s of Title 14. L..J.—Sept. 19, 26, Oct. 3 $21.60 
. that Cor Re vised Statutes ieapueeeaeeeee Se le ———— ale 
be € f . to tk su ; 
Hixtees a s fi on ee STATE OF N - Ww Lor 
eonsent ia. writing: to NOW EI Secreta of DEP AKTMI OF STATE 
(a carmcation. rors ut- | State of the State rsey, Do Hereby CERTIFICATE “OF DISSOL UTION Non 
two-thirds in interest of | Certify that the saic porat fon di d, on the To all nd whom these presents may come, | +. - 
thereof, which said ce t 4 f Septemt 95 » in my Gree: siasinats 
record of the proceedi ff a duly executed “and “attested consent a, pale Hl E It appears to my satisfaction, |} 
w on file in my said om n writing to the dissolution of said cor y enticated record of the proceed- ; \NGE 
aw. —_ mee , | por, n, e ited by all the stockholders ‘ voluntary dissolution thereof . VY ‘i 
ESTIMONY WHEREO * | thereof said consent and the record mous consent of all the stock Cet a ps 
hereto set my hand anc f the ceedings aforesaid are now on file ted my office, that z ae cs 
ee RS MBs n my said as provided by law. ALTY COMPANY peeEics a 
* ShGkana) aine IN TIMONY WHEREOF, I State, whose principal 2 F a 
, ave hereto set my hand and af- at No. 60 Park Place, - png 
o seal, at Trenton, Newark, County of Essex, : 
ae f Sep D., ; Jersey (Samuel B. Lesser, ; 
€ Sea nine and piace 0 wing the agent therein and in charge thereof : t } 
S ess may be served), has all sali ee 
d PATTEN, | he requirements of Title 14 oe raniges 
} Secretary of State. veneral, of Revised Statutes gz 100 s so stock 
S » 26. Oct $21.60 preliminary to the issuing r r 1 5 
: ee esi ee eee ( fieate of Dissolution. t r sing fr Coas 
(THE RE FORE, I, the Secretary of | ‘ 600 shares t s 
{ JULIA M Dated ist 23, 1957 1¢ State of New Je rsey, Do Hereby 
s BROOKS ST GRACE P. COLPITTS, deceas- tint t! e said cor poration did, on the 
te “ptember, 1957, file in my} 
I order of ADRIAN M. executed _ ere = 
s * San iting to the dissolution of sa 
- c eS eae “aaa sao gie the reof, whieh said consent and the record |, 
: Executor of said deceased, 8 subject to} of the proceedings afvresaid are now on file 
- given to the creditors of nts and lic-| jin my said office as provided by law. 
< miMt te Ge sae joining om the IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
Ss I mation, their claims and to bave hereto set my hand and af- 
: the estate of said deceased, t fixed my official ses}. at Trenton. 
from this date, or they wa tl 7 1y of September, A.D., 
barred from prosecuting or 1 i up 
< dame maaige tho auksorber nine "hur dred and 
UNION TRUST COMPANY EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
& DANZIG, Attorneys f Secretary of, State. 
t Sept 19. 26 Oct. 3 $21.60 
_NEW JERSEY r STATE OF NEW JERSEY o~ 
s OF STATE | DEPARTMENT OF STATE : 
IF It ATE “OF DISSOLUTION } CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION = 
whom these presents may come accord with | To all to whom these presents may come S 
r Freund, Sur- Greeting: , that his 
5 WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction x x 
the uly authenticated record of the proceed- ire 
. t the voluntary dissolution thereof oe ena 
r ne | unanimous consent of all the stock- TEATING COM- 
t $12,861 70), | | holders, deposited in my office, that . ae eee oe 
; \ € | MARYLAND TECHNICAL INSTITUTE, xe reg s , : 
+ | INC. bY ¥ sw r r zt iv es 
e : 57 a corpore this State, whose principal pos $ " 0 my 
; : r 8 office is situ at No. 17 Academy Street, . . . . ane . 
te n the City News County of Essex, OF: that m tired ¢ 
“i A. Lettie beir 1ef State f Ne J (Ss Arthur Stern x e J epore 
r charge thereof, upon. whom process zonir rdir e, t ‘ being the agent therein and in charge thereof, ~ . ah ine) eeacpe~ < 
: > vg e served). has complied with the re-| tions and a g t |}upon whom ess may be served), has |“ Known ¢ Ss my y 
r rt ments of Title 14, Corporations, Gen- | units to e po complied with the requirements of Title 14 r . ree 
1 Street and Madis yf Revised Statutes of New Jersey, | ocenpa | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | MARRUN is pres : 3 
g esterly at right minary to the issuing of this Certificate Newark, New 26 if New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing t s sav s MA x 
g 5 ther of this Certificate of Dissolution. —, : 
St ( NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretery of " . 
gles t L.J.—Sept. 5, 12, 19, 2 4tate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereb e ed 
4 ia ester ose) if rtify that the said corporation did J : 
“4 - St g 7 file n t d September 157, ~ 3 ror ¥ 
St. 2 ttested consent rsigned will | ofice a duly executed and attested consent rder . . 
g of said cor- rt_on the 2nd/ in writing to the di ation of said cor- r . re two- 
wratio he stockholders 2 P.M. in the | soration, executed the stockh s res lers, 
4 r . hereof and the record nt in the City | therec which said consent and r t ed; 
as r rj of the pr are nes on file : for a judgment | = the proceedings aforesaid are . big one 
w. - my 8a ed by ithoriz Murph; me the name n y said office as provided by lav t as 
I WHEREOF, t,}of Gayl Lynn Murphy IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF subser 
h and and af Frances C. Murphy as natural have hereto set > band and 
k the S r at Trenton guardian of G Murphy, an fixed my officia at Trenton * OF NEW JE — ¥ 
if « Jer s T lay of September, A.D infant this Tenth day September, A f J ss July 26, 1959 
: r 17 ; Seal yne. thousand nine hundred and Meier, Jr (Sea!) one thousand nine hundred rsed 1 Recorded 
‘ rney for Plaintiff fifty-seven. Applicant | fifty-seven. - 
Tee St EDWARD J. PATTEN, 1€ EDWARD J. PATTEN, ard J t 
" w 2 N. J Secretary of State Secretary of State tary of S 
“ - : 2 $10.71 | L.J.—Sept. 19, 26, Oct. 3 $21.60 J.— Se 12, 19, 2¢ $60.00 



















































































Page Twelve 


Bankruptcies 


The names of the Referees are abbreviated 
as follows: L-Lipkin; T-Tallyn; W-Weelans. 


BROKELL, George Washington, 400 Maurice 




















St., Mi liville *; vol.; liab. $1,543.82; refr. 
W.L. & T.; solr. Waltman & W.; 9-20. 
BROKELL, Muriel Anna, 400 Maurice St., 
Millville; vol.; liab. $1,314.09; refr. W.L. | 

& T an & W.; 9-20. 

CIOPPA orge St., Plainfield; 
vol. l assets $1,500; 
refr. W Ir. Louis N. Freeman; 
9-17 

(ROWN Sales Incorporated, Hwy. 18, Old 

tridge Tnpk, East Brunswick; Chap. XI; 
L. & T.; solr. Kleinberg, M. & M.; 
9-23 

FEINSILVER, Alvan S., 46 Greenwood Dr., 
Millburn; vol.: liab. $329,028.09; assets 
$1,000 refr. W.L. & T.; solr. Kleinberg, 
M. & M 9-19 | 

KLEIN Robert Samuel, Cumberland Rd., | 
Millville liab. $44,924.95; assets | 
$27,724.32; refr. W.L.&T.; solr. Walt- 
man & W.; 9-19 

LLOYD CLOTHES, 1 Market St., Newark; 
vol.; ab. $27,497.07; assets $28,726. 58; 
refr Ww L.& T.: solr. Ravin & R.; 9-19 

McKAY, Mary, 941 Bridge Rd., 
Barrington; vol.; Hiab. $2,392; assets $65 
refr. Lipkin; solr n; 9-23 

NACHEMSKY, Jacob St New 
ark; vol.; liab. $6 assets $850; 
réfr. W.L. & T Kalisky ; 
9-18. 

SCARINCI, Michael, Jr 414 Cook Ave., 
Scotch Plains: vol liab $12,195.60; 
assets $200; refr. W.L. & T solr. Nathan 
Barshay; 9-25 

SENN, Lawrence xiw., 9 Chatham Ave., 
Pleasant ville - vol.: liab. $18,857.23; as- 
sets $4,804 99: refr W.L.&T.; solr. 
Martin Bloom ; 9-17 

Essex Weekly Call 


SUPERIOR COURT AND 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT 


WEEKLY CALL 
FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1957 
The folle »wing Superior Court and County 
ases will be called before Assignment 






Room 226, Court 
be subject to 


nder P. Waugh, 
at ry 30 A.M., and will 
oat down for trial. 


being 


Cases with ‘'S"’ after 


number are Superior 


surt Cases 
Cases with ‘C'' after number are County 
Court Cases 


307-8, 312-S, 
(816-8, 617-8), 
690-8, 69: 


Ss, 306- 





; 1099-C 











ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor, 

U.S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., 

24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-6136 











NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 








Ave-. | on Legal Services and Procedures 
|currently presenting to Congress 


| programs. 


| gress or in any way function as a 


|ation has taken an official posi- 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 1957 
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| Two Newsmen Indicted 
For Their Criticism Of 
A Judge 


ABA Appoints: 
Washington Office | 
Director | 


| Donald E. Channell, 29, staff at- 
' torney for the Georgia State 
| Chamber of Commerce since 1952, 
|has resigned that position to ac- 
;cept appointment as Director of 
the Washington office of the Am- 
'erican Bar Association. He assum- 
| ed his new duties Sept. 3. 

| The post was created recently by 
‘the Board of Governors in the 
light of the growth of the ABA 
program of activities and increas- 
|ing demands for services in the 


Annapolis, Md. 
newspapermen have been indict- 
ed here on the technical charge 
of maintaining a public nuis- 
ance and obstructing justice 
arising from their criticism of a 
county judge. 

The accused, Sheridan Fahn- 
estock, 46, publisher of the Lex- 
ington Park (Md.) Enterprise, a 
weekly newspaper, and Alfred 
Toombs, 44, its managing editor, 
both contended that the indict- 
ments violated freedom of the 
press. 

Fahnestock purchased the 
newspaper 11 years ago from 
Judge Philip H. Dorsey Jr., of 
Maryland’s Circuit Court. 

The same Judge Dorsey last 
week instructed a grand jury for 
St. Mary’s county to consider 
contempt actions against offic- 
ials of the Enterprise citing two 


| Washington office. Channell will 
|function under the supervision of 
Executive Director Joseph D. 
Stecher. His duties will include 
assistance to committees, as for 
example the Special Committee 


a broad program for revamping 
procedures of federal administra- 
tive agencies, and others carrying 
on active legislation and service 
He will not, however, 


appear before committees of Con- Were critical of the judge’s ap- 


pointments to two new property 
review boards. 

The newspaper charged that 
the appointments, made in July 
to hear highway condemnation 
cases, had been inspired by pol- 
itical commitments. It criticized 
the forming of two three-man 
boards when other counties were 
said to have required only one 
such board. 

Judge Dorsey contended that 
the articles tended to distort 
the truth and to hold up the 


legislative lobbyist. 

Channell also will study the 
feasibility of editing and publish- 
ing a regular legislative informa- 
tion service, and explore the best 
means of keeping ABA sections 
and committees currently inform- 
ed as to the status of legislation 
in Congress on which the Associ- 


tion through the House of Dele- 
gates. 

ABA’s office in Washington was 
established almost 20 years ago. 
Miss Gertrude Sinnott, who has 
been secretary in the office since 
its founding, will continue as a 
staff member. Last year the office 
moved to larger quarters at 1025 
Connecticut Ave., N.W. 


public ridicule. 

State’s Atty. 
the judge’s son, 
the case. 


Walter Dorsey, 
will prosecute | 


Secret Tape Recorder 
Hidden In Leather 
Briefcase 


Announcements 


Donald M. Middleton has open- 
ed offices for the general practice 
of law at 325 Market Street, Cam- 
den 2. 


Abraham Toub has opened of- 





A unique idea in battery-oper- 
ated magnetic tape recorders has 
been perfected and put into pro- 
duction by Amplifier Corporation 








ATTORNEY fices for the General Practice of of America. Especially adapted for 

17 Academy St., Newark 2, N.J-} 7 2 in association with William all types of investigative work, 
Mitchell 2-1406 George at 921 Bergen Ave, Jersey the newly designed Secret Recor- 

OS Ne Oe SO Ei ety der achieves fidelity, versatility 
— ae and dependability. The self-con- 
tained, battery-operated recorder 


As Adopted by "New R 


NEW PRACTICE FORMS 


Verified Statement of Claimant's 


is ingeniously camouflaged and 
concealed in a false compartment 
located in the central section of 
an average size briefcase. The 
fe latter may be opened, papers re- 
Claim 

put down without interfering with 
operation of the recorder. Its un- 
obtrusive appearance enables one 


ules and Amendments” 





EFFECTIVE SEPT. 4 


to record completely spontaneous 
comments, conversations and dis- 
cussions. 

The Secret Recorder weighs only 





I (Form 9A) Verified S 
Personal Injury 


Property Damage 


#4050 (Special) Summons and 
4 Counts 


With Notice of Increase 


+55 Notice to Quit and Demand 


502 High Street, Newark 2, N. J. 








(3 pages to a set - each page padded in 50’s) 
+425 P D (Form 9B) Verified Statement of Claimant’s Claim 


(3 pages to a set - each page padded in 50’s) 


Amended Forms 
#4050 Summons and Complaint (Amended 9/57) 


Also New 
+4090 Petition and Order for Discovery 
+4055 Summons and Complaint Tort 


+50 Notice To Quit and Demand for Possession— 


ALL STATE OFFICE SUPPLY CO. 


These forms are printed on light weight, high quality, rag 
content bond enabling manifold typing. 


11°; lbs. and measures 16 in. long 
X 1242 in. tall x 4% in. wide. It is 
extremely simple to _ operate. 
Speech may be recorded at a dis- 
tance of 25 feet. The recorder is 
started or stopped instantly with- 
out tube warm-up delay by press- 
ing a specially patented combina- 
ation slide-lock and switch. 

The special introductory price 
is $349 for the single-speed model 
with an additional $20 for two- 
speed operation. 


tatement of Claimant’s Claim 


Complaint (Amended 9/57) Complete technical specifica- | 
tions and descriptive literature | 
may be obtained by writing to 


Amplifier Corp. of America, 398 | 
Broadway, New York 13, N.Y. 






Announcement 


Abner W. Feinberg has disasso- 
ciated himself from the firm of 
tein, Stein & Engel and has re- 
sumed the practice of the law 
with offices at 921 Bergen Avenue, 
Jersey City 6. 


for Possession 












Z. H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attormey 


1234 BROADWAY (at 31s) 
New York 1, N. Y. 


Phone: LO. §-3088 


Phone MArket 4-5577 














(ACCN)—Two | 


editorials and a news story that | 


court and appointed boards to | 


moved or inserted and carried or; 


| 


| 


DAILY COURT SCHEDULE - 





Court Calendar of 


Judge Cafiero 


| September 1957 Stated Session 


COURT CALENDAR 


Atlantic, Cape May, Cumberland 


and Salem Counties 


HON. A. J. CAFIERO 
Assignment Judge Superior Court 


Mailing Address 
2010 Central Avenue 
N. Wildwood, N. J. 


JUDGE CAFIERO 


Sept. 30-Oct. 3—Bridgeton 


Oct. 


7-10—Bridgeton 


Oct. 14-17—Bridgeton 
Oct. 21-24—Bridgeton 
' Oct. 28-31—Bridgeton 


Nov. 
Nov. 
Nov. 


| Dec. 


Dec. 9-12—Cape May Court House 
Dec. 16-19—-Cape May Court House 
Dec. 23—-Cape May Court House 


MOTIONS AND PREROGATIVE 


Oct. 
Oct. 
Oct. 
Oct. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Dec. 
Dec. 
Dec. 


Chicago (ACCN) — Thirty-two 
enforcement officers began 
|/nine months of training at the sires position 
Traffic Institute of Northwestern Box 3 
University in suburban Evanston. 

Representing 25 
municipal 


| 
|law 


stabulary, 


Sept. 


4-7—Bridgeton 
11-14—Atlantic City 
18-21—Atlantic City 
2-5—Atlantic City 


WRIT PRETRIALS 


27—Cape May Court House 


4—Bridgeton 


11—Salem 
18—Atlantic City 
25—Bridgeton 


1—Atlantic City 


8—Cape May Court House 


15—Salem 


22—Atlantic City* 
25—Salem* 
26—Bridgeton* 
27—Cape May Court House* 
6—Bridgeton 


13—Atlantic City 


20—Cape May Court House ti nas 
*Includes Conference with County — 
Judges and Jury Commissioners. 


32 Police Officers In 
Training At NU Traffic 


Institute 


states 


lice administration. 


The New Jersey State Police is 
represented by Trooper Werner 


J. Schlichting. 


Speakers at a 
luncheon 
Chief George A. Otlewis of the 
Chicago park district police de- 
partment and president of the 
International 
Chiefs, 


center at 


sity. 


Students can look forward to 
1,200 hours of class- 
room study and discussion, work 
and field study trips, 
from acci- 


more than 


projects, 
in subjects ranging 
dent investigation to psychology. 
will complete the course 
| June 16, 1958. 


They 


yesterday 


Assn. 


and 
and police depart- 
ments’ as well as the U. S. air 
force, the Korean national po- 
lice, and the Newfoundland con- Exp 

the group is the in- oe 
stitute’s 32nd class in traffic po- 


welcoming 
included +2", Nite 


of Police _ disputed 
and Franklin M. Kreml, 
director of the transportation 
Northwestern Univer- omm’l. F 


Larch ave, Teau eck, N. Dy. 


CREDIT REPORTS: 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manage 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N./ 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
WIRE: Union, N. J. 
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CLASSIFIED 
ADVERTISING 





EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUN;T 





ment in our Claims 
Good starting salary, 


in person or Phone Mr. 


view 7-2000. 


ATTORNEY 


STYMIED? 


We can offer excellent chances fo» 
pt. to ad od 
neys and men with Law Schoo! tras 
excellent benefits 
pany car provided when in the field, rr 
Whitney at ; 


ALLSTATE im 





























INSURANCE Cog::. 











































































MOUNTAIN AVE. MUBRay pp on t 
2 miles off Route 22, take Berkeley Beay jane 
turn follow Diamond Hill Road to Moos nad 
Ave. and turn right. sith 
gons 
EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY — Yon lie 
attorney wanted for Newark lay os re 
Good fu iture opportunity for right young x sher 
B 36% 
sa ____ me 
HAVE ATTRACTIVE iden 
ax pe ~d wyer in liat hims' 
pl i on her with know 
advantages. Box 377 
ee purpé 
COMPENSATION TRIAL ATT ne 
wal ted by n 
mpany Ex may 
s know shoul 
cums, 
RPO 
dealis 
and i 
— recto! 
EMPLOYMENT WANTED @2¢ 
TT NEY--8 YEAFE x a0 
ATTORNEY-- TEARS EXPE! = 
estate, real estate, ar nd De assets 
seeks association in Princeton, } yanta 
art or full time association a 
Box 370. of shi 
—- BAUD 
nai p> poke 30, De EX is lia 
urts of stat 5 4 
ciatic ym with old mows 
Es or Morris area 7 duct 
ATTY: YOUNG, CAPABLE duty ¢ 
perier Real Estate and Mor sstan 
,2eks wit rr . ms 
3 Box 374 gmthe o1 
ae self. 
» a ATD 
raat MM fraude 
w an 
the fr: 
er < expens 
ATTORNE } GENERAL in dar 
Essex * : 
80 )NTRI 
= Tortfe 
col ENSELI OR - DIVERSIE applies 











LEGAL SECRETAR 
Work none i 
FOR RENT 
FOR RENT 





50 s ft Ground floor 


9 0427 
y 2-0437 








LARGE PRIVAT! 





NEW PROFESSIONAL BUILDI> 
shed business district 


SERVICES FOR LAW YER: 





as uni 
nder 
Contri 
ing tor 
acredi 
ages f¢ 
shares 
lieved 

merely 
amoun 
n dete 
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ating | 
4 mas 
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HANDWRITING 


15 Park Row, 
7-8773-8 





EXPERT. 
documents. J. Ho 
New York 38, N ¥ 





_— Lan 
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AcENcIEs IN: 
8 TTA ACER 


Campen @ FREEHOLD @ Morristown @ New Barvnswie 


TITLE INSURANCE COMPAM 


OF NEW JERSEY 










TITLES INSURED 


THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 


on the Certification 


of Authorized Attorneys 


A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION 
Serving New Jersey + Organized 1928 


Paterson @ Riversip—E @ Toms RIVER 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-787 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKENSA& 
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